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| „, ne. The reli concern the a 

[ ain of "Chronology. ol 5 
Cap. II. whether Lunar 1 were in ale. with 
th "Iſraelites before the Babyloniſh C. pri viry. | 
I Gap-1II. oy tbe wan Digteunhu 2 — 
er. 


3 
"Ha 14 
on 47 Tas + 


x Chap. IV. - of the time oy Artaxerxes Long aus 


0 10 v. i. of the time when Sanchuniathon, Semi: 
Ta Nitocris Ii d. | 


0 ay VL rhether Nabonaſar Was the ow” with 


few. vIl. nere Darius Apa was the te bay: 
band of Eſther, alſo whether Nate was Eſther, 
5 Atofſa Vaſhti. 


ap. VIII. Whether Tiglath ileſer was the No 
[mb Ninus junior the ſucceſſor of Sardanap 


ep. IX. 77hether Moſes wat comemporary te I. 


- 11 1 


1. Of that Alexander Xing ef Egypt, who 

: 15 reported to have made the eme of _ 
 Romie his betr. | 
14 Þ * Of Argon the fir King of the L dians 

r th be Atyade, whether be was the Son of inus. 
AA Chap. 


Chap, XII. of Egyptus, þ 
d between him and. Sele 1 
— he was the ſame with Setholis; 


nathan, 1 Mac ceab. 9. 


the Aron * the Aſſyrian 
of Herodotus, * 4 the. Me 


b. XIV. G of 1 14 Ates h ly 
— againſt DF JC. Voſlius,... 22 1 
char, XV. "of the oy f frog, Abe 
he a4 ancient 4s N imrod, and ny of che Celeſtial 6 
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and how long eee rs 
Maunſſes. 
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Chap! XVI. "Of | the Septuaine. 
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apr. or Wh: wherhi 
ebe Servptaire fignifie che" "New — 4.0 
men ef the Great Hyn 
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time from the Creation -of 3 but 
more eſpecially D. Car. He is diſpleaſed with 
Pet auius a e de the ſame account, 
but the ſtorm of his diſpleaſure falls moſt ſs {| 
verely upon the Arch-Biſnop. Let this ( ſays. Þ 
* he ) was nothing to that which Biſhop Uſber I 
did fance in vindication of the Ae by | 
© a way of new righting of times and new tha. Þ 
* ping of perſons, far orherwiſe then was ever {| 
©. caken notice of by any man living before. Tb 
DC Part a. Bo. 2.4. 3. Ch. 17. Now (to 
by thoſe obEure exprefiions New tight» Þ 
mg of times and New Ghaping of perſbus! 1 | 
ou that. the Arch-Biſhop may have offers 
e things to bis Readers conſideration, w 

no man had gver taken notice of before 3 but 
then he doch it with ſuch candor and mo- 
deſty, as (if he do erte) may obtain his par- 
den ſtom all ingeouous perſons, And wit hall 
he cn them with ſuch Authorities aud 
Argwnents, ng that it is dot very eaſie for | 
choſe that are ng of bis opinion to refuce him. 
further plea may be offer d for him, dran 
om the uncamainty of the greataſt part af 
Dee e by reaſon whereof no man en 
ate the accoune; eſpecially: of Ancient times 
o as that dna ar other ſhall not be ready e 
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(3) 


the nicer rainty of the a. foi 
ane Cbronolog. 


1 Sey of the greateſt part of Chtohol 
for I moſt will. hy anal; that. ology 
* is certain: as 1. Whatſoever relating to 
Chronology 1 is plainly expreſſed in ſarreq Writ, 
may be deduc'd from it by a clear and um 
leniable conſequence, that: muſt be conc ted 
to d be certain. 2. The Chronology: of :Hea- 


I then writers, ſo far as ir with and is con- 


nat tothe Seripture Chronology, is alſo to 

Feen eee J. Tofe bus" 6; M. 

J. 1. ſays that all men conſeſs that of 
ander the great dy'd in the 11% O- 

and I any one ſhall affirm" chat this a- 

war of his death (or any thing elſe, that x 
8 univerſally and * arreſted, as. a+ 


erding co 1 it is) is "certain; F hal . 


dr geinſey. ut as to other things. irre 
- have' expreſſed very much ndence, 

d ſeem to have firmly per ſwaded ener ö 
they had 1 — the cercaidr 

m: yet Þthink/-ic will * that Tay 

= rrcher demonſtrated Their "uncertai 

owever doubt not bat every un | 


Leader will be facts d of che "ancereainry.of 


"I then, | To ianiteſt which, Thall nog ral! - 
f | through all che 4 Monrobies: ( tharwouldbe 


1 600 tedious ) tit confine my ſelf to che fiſt, 
| V7 


fa r. 
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f, ec. the Aſſyrian: and I the rather pitch upon 
it, becauſe D. Cary h ſo much diſpleaſed with 
Eu ſebius and Petauius, and eſpecially the Arch. 
Biſhop, for ſhortning the time of that Monar- 


chy. or The method which I (hall; obſerve will 
be to take à view r. Of Kingdoms, vir the 


Kingdom of Aſſyria it ſelf and; the K ingdoms 
contemporary to it,. 2. Ot perſons and Occur» 


6 


: 


rendes, and to ſnew how uncertain an account 


i given of the time of all theſe. I begin with 


Kingdoms, a8 1 1 | E 5 * f 
1. The Kingdom of the Arians. Herd 


b . 1. c. . ſays that the Afſrians had 


held the dominion of the upper Aſea 5 20 yeats | 
When the Medes began to break from them. 
Juſtin J. 1. g. 2, and 3. ſays that the Afri: 


n had held the Empire 130 years, When 
the Medei rehell d againſt them. Hellerur Par 


- tarc;:/. T. writes than the Empire was trau- 
flated to the Medes when the Aſſprians had 


poſſeſſed-it 1000 years. Creſizs ap. Dioder, 
Sicul . 2. will have che duration of that Mo- 
narehy to have been 1360 years, Diddorm 


Sic ihimſelf will have it to have been above | 
1400 Fears; Caſto ap. Srntellamg;; 168. al. 


- * 


ps Srolli p. 16. : all thoſe: that eign d after 
eminmmis held the Empire An. 1000. Th. 
* thus aps: Thecplilun ad Auto). J. 3. an Lactan- 


Jots tot An. 1 280. According 0. ep 


a = bs 


A l. c. 23. aſſitms Belus to haye been 
Hat 32250 before the Trojan War. S. Auguf. : | 
| 2 + m 


halion | 


(0 


on 1 Civit. Dei 1, 18. c. 21. ar that che En- 
th pre of the Aﬀfyrians was tranſlated o he 
b. | fedes after almoſt An. 13 5. taking the time 
. , t Belus reign'd into the account. Or 
ll . . 3. writes chat Babylon was rob d of its 
je Vealth, King and Empire by the Medes al- 
ns 


3 
by 


5 


* reign of 3 to ies been An. 1460. 
Fally Euſebius ſays that all the years of the 
mM Empi:e. from the firſt of Ninas were 
$iz40. L Becauſe 1 (ball; have frequent occd> 
4 hon ro... ledge Exſelius, I deſite it may he ob- 
Tferv'd;chat when I do alledge him as here With- 
cue directing to the particular place, the citation 
Ito be found in his Chronicon; and th t I follow 
de Latin Edition of him at Beſt | in Folio. J 
i We have ſeen what different accounts the 
beit 2 give of the duration of the Aſſ- 
"Tian e: they differ alſo about the num: 
4 ol K cher Kings, and ot the years that, ſe» 
yeral of them reign 'd. As to the number of 
I the Kings, Diodorus Sicul. 1, 2. reckons, 30, 
making Sardanapalus the 30 from Ninns ; 
| — Velleius Paterc, I. 1. makes Sardana- 
'palus to have ſprung from Ninus and Semira: 
nu in the 334 deſcent, the Son ſtill ſucceed- 
ing the Father, Euſebias reckons 36 Kings 
beginning with Vins, whereas Syncellus p. 165 
ing Belus into the account reckons 41, 
5 B 3 wand 1 


bd. RET. ©. i. ater She. os. I. 3. ER. ol. fk. . 22. 219 os 


Ws 


As to the time that ſeveral of the Aſſprian | 
Kings teign'd Enſebigs's account differs much 
from that of  dyce/lus, as this Scheme fole 


* « 


lowing will manifeſt, 


n 10 35+ Furta Eur buon. Juxta 'Syncelhim. 
Manchaleys r calls Aſchalios An. 30 A, 28 
ipher eus ot 8 — —— * yok 20 22 

Fparetus or "as Syncelius- artheos 40 43 
— or Aſeatajes K 2 435 1 
Lamprides | _ 4 39 
. Solarmus | | & 19 22 
Tauteus gr Teateus 4 Stayed” | 44 
Oratanes by Spaces cell Ppberbe 70 52 
0 tanes ynceitus call cheres 50 . $27 
Sarpanapalus. 20 14 


Tho the Empire is ſaid to have been tran, 


flated to the Medes upon the overthrow ind 
death of Sardawapalus, yet the Aſſyrian Mo- 


narchy is uſually ſuppoſed to have continud 


2 en i alt | 


tilt the beginning of the Perſian + fo that NM. 


buchadne Sar and othe rs th at were lons at- 
ter Sardanapalus are reckon d among the 4 


iam Monarc hs, particularly Evilmeroagch An 


Neri glaſſar ot Nerica Leer "to the formet of 
whom viz. Eviſmerodach Beroſus ap. Fof ph, 
F. Apion. I. 1. allors 2 years, and to the Ws 


ter 4; bar Joſepbus himſelf Ant. l. 10: c. 1% 


gives to the former An 18. and to the later 


40; and the Eccleſiaſtical Canon ep. Syncell. 


o 


209. aſſigns to the former An. 5. to the 


2. The Kingdom of the Feypriane. Ac, 
cording to Eaſebius eleven of the Egypt 
Dyneſtrcs were contemporary to the Afſyr 


(99. . 
IMonarchy, of which the 1600 is the firſt, and 
the 26 the: laſt. 4 ricanus 4p. Syncell g. 
61, c. and Euſebius ler much as to the 


f YT Dynaſties, 4 


„ Jurte African. Fuxta Fuſesuun. 
? An. 318 2 7 190 
4 131 | 10 
; wv 263 38 
: 2 204 Or 209 198 
: 3 135 2378. 
E 195 5 8 ; 7 
- 5 1 2 
7 3 2 
1 2 TED -- 
| . se 


6. Kings 
Bank 


* 


And laſtly Heradotus l. 2. 
B 4 c. 15. 


only 42 or 43. And as to Manetho ad. Joſeph, 


them will appear in this following Scheme. 


In the 18 Dynaſty | Fuzta Manethon, Juzta African. 7 unte Ea 
Achenchtes vr Acherres © A. 1249 menf.1 n. 32 An 13 
Rathoſis (ap. Euſeb. Achoris ) . 9 3 6 | 

Achencheres (ap. Afric. Chebres) oy 124 menſ. 5 _— 16 


A 2 
— ap. Euſeb, Remeſſes) p 66 & men. 


— ** C 


/ 


E. 457. gives tO P{ammitichus 54 years, and 4 
4. 3. c. 10. to dmeſis 44; when Euſebius al- 
lows to the former only 44, and to the later By 
c Aion, J. Z, the diſcord between him and 


or Acherres 


12 U . we 
19 & menſ.s 19 


JA OY Boers 


3. The Kingdom of the Sicponians. Whic 
continu'd An. 862, according to Caſtor ap. Eu. 
ſeb. (in: the Baſil Edition, but in Scaliger“ 
Edition it is 962, not 862.) according 9 
S Auguſt. de civ. Dei l. 18. c. 19. An, 959: Þ} 


| Sujdas in voce Tua ſays that it continu d 
As, 900; the ſucceſſion of the Sigyontan Kings 


which we have in Scaligers Excerpt. gr. p. 301, 
attributes to it An. 980, Hncellus p. H. 
Fn. 957. So as to the particular Kings, Ea. 


ſebius and Syncellus are not agreed how long 
ſeyeral of chem reign d. | | {1 


VJ Euſebium.. Juxta Synceſlig. 
Telchin pg Sin | mie alle. | in, 20 An. 1 
__—_ 35 2 
85 0 | 5 5 I 45 TY 

olybus 7 = 40 &3 
Joachus Saget Fa 42 $ 
Pheitus I ay 4 - 1 8 
adraſtus” "26, r | 4 | er, 

1 N 


(9) -..— 
add to all this chat Homer Iliad. 2. wer. 57. 


2 
7 


ems to make Aareſtus the firſt King of S. 


2 » 


hon, Tische oF ap Adynsvs wer tubes 
Ne,: whereas Egialeus is uſually ſaid to have 
reign'd firſt there. So Tuxippus is uſually 


Ynade the laſt King, and yet Parſanias in Co- 


nut h. reckons: Hippolitus and - Laceſtades after 
lim, and ſo do Scalzgers Excerptagr. p. 363. 
The ſame Pauſanias omits the mention of Po- 
hrbides, who was the next but one before 
E&»xippus according to the uſual account '-$0 
lttle agreement or certainty there is as to the 


ay number of their Kings, 


* 
# 


4, The Kingdom of the drgives, I need 


Jot mention that Africanus and many beſides 
tim will have Moſes to haye. been born in 


| we of Tzachus the firſt King of the Ar- 


gives (fee Sypeellus p. 63.) and yer Ewſer 
des makes Inachus to have been above 20 


ears ancienter then Moſes. Euſebius alſo and - 


Hocellus diſagree about the time that ſeveral 


of Inachus's Succeſſors reign'd, | 
(8 | Fuxta Euſebium, Fuxts Sncellum. 


Craſſus or Criaſus An. 54 A. 55 
Norbas : 3 28 
Troyphas or Triopas 2 18 36 
2 21 24 
Tanavs 4 50 38 
& Ivoceus = 8 33 
Iba 23 37 


Moreover as to the ſucceſſion in this King-. 
dom of Argos, Pauſanias in Corinth. differs 
both from Euſebius aud Syacellus. He 18 
5 done 


Cw) 


bons Jaſas (if not Gelamr alſo, ) among the || 
Kings of the Argioes, whereas Eeſebius and 


Syncellas make no mention of them. He al 


13" King of the, Argives. And Apoliodoryy 


L 2. agrees with Paoſenjes in making Pram 


King of Tirintir, not of Argos. 


. The kingdom of Athens. From Cam 
the fiſt King (as Euſebias Synoellus and . 
thers account- him, the Panſania in Attich - 


ſays that Acteus reign'd firſt, and that Cem 


ſucceeded him: yea he tells how ſome made Pe- ; 
x; yore to have teign'd before Ace,) tothe 
taking Troy wete 373 years according to the 


Marmor Arundel., about 384 according to Hu- 
cellus, almoſt 400 according to Euſehin & 
Preparat. l. 10. c. 9. AS to thoſe that ſbt 
ceed ded Cecreps. | 


* 


Oxyntes or Tyntis the 13 King An. 15 n. le 
Timcetes or ites the 15 Ring 5 JEL | 
the Archoates that continu'a for life. — 
agaltus or. Acaru the 2 | S 36 3 
T pus the 4 « 4! | 
Phorbas the 5 31 30 
Mezades or Megacles the 6 30 38 : 
Eſchylus the 12 22 £ | a 


Alſo to 4 ameſtor the 11 of theſe 4. 


chontes for life Exſebius gives 20 years, when 
5 allows him but 17: yer ſays ac che 
e time, that | * 2 
ſo tels us that ehd he wich Eaſobiat * to 

* 


emits Apit and Pretui, the one of which ab- 
cording to them, was the 3d, the other the 


Junta Euſcbium. Fuxta Hncelipn. 4 


others allow han 40. Heil- 


* N 5 8 as 1 * r 7 — 2 Fate > * 8 n 2 * 4 —— eee ee ee ee * r e e 


(nu) 

| lriphron the = of thoſe HR = 
JV pers, yet Afrit mus gives him gt. . * 
) Fon = was one ol the Archontes that were to 
aue for 10 years, and Eaſebius, Syncellus 
ad others give him complete 10 yeats: yet 
aa in lv. ſays that for a certain 
be loſt the Government. before the time. 
de 4 year of that Hy omenes was acouts 

{ g to Pauſami as in Meſſer, the frſt year of 
1 Olympiad: but according to Euſe- 
* he 15% Olyms 


7 


| 't 1g t. 


year of 


fon Hot SE i oC 


Ire ſome very good grou 

to warrant ſuch a change. J: There is no 
Tos more probable then that Theſias in Pas- 
fri is rhe fame with him whom the Mar» 
e Arondzt. calls Lyfe, who was the 3 un. 
mal Art hon, for Creo Was the firſt ( V eb 
ere. I. 1. with many mores doth teſti⸗ 
there was but one Archon between 


10 
ö 
35 
49 
2 
E 
P 
en 
he 
i | 
to 


» 
. 
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(12) 
ing Arc hon at Athens) perhaps ic may be ft 
ſupply'd after this manner (Since the begin. 
ing of the 2. Meſſenian war An. 418. Ly 
being Archon at Athens) juſt as Pauſanias fi 
ſaith that the Meſſenian war began when TI. {| 
fu was Archon there. It is true the Auom- 
mous writer in Excerpt, gr. Scaliger. p. 3 18. 
doth place Tleſias 3 years before Creon, uot I 
two years after him : but I queſtion whether I 
his Authority be ſuch as: may warrant us to 
correct Pas ſanias ſo as to make him ſay the 
contrary to that which he doth ſay in of 
copies. However that Author doth ſay that 
the year of Creon the firſt annual Archon w 
the 3* of the 24 Olympiad, whereas Syneek Y 
lus p. 213. refers it to the 19 Olympiad, aud 
adds that ſome refer it to the 2 5* Olympiade 
. Serom, J. it is ſaid thut 
the beginning of Theſeus's reign was 47 years 
— —— of Try, "which | 2 | 
ther with Euſebiass account, nor: that which }| 
is given by Syzcellus. According to both T 
was taken in the laſt year of Nene ſtheus ti 

ſucceſſor of Theſeus: now according I 
cellus Thefeut reign d An. 31. and Meneſthm 
33. according to Euſebius the former 30 yea 
the later 24. {6 I 5 wa IDO 


ST I» 
ki 4% 


"4 44 # 2 1 : »* 4 ? 3 ” , \ + - ; 4 : i 7 n * N 7 7 + 4 | 
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. The Kingdom of Mens. Apollodarit | 


14 H ſays that Eſcłrion reign d at Mycenie mit 
Tapbius, bilt Euſebius and Syn ellus 


make £0 J( 


men- 


Y 


c 13 ) 

| . ention- ;of either of theſe: and Symelloz 
tings: in Pelops between Euryſtheus and A 
rar, whereas Euſebius does not mention Pe- 
ö 7s being King of Mycere. ' We are left 
olly i in the dark as to the time that Per- 
0 teign'd there. To Sthexelus Perſeuss 
reſſor Euſebius (in Scaligers Edition) gives 
1 Es, and to Euryſteus 433 but in my Edi. 
10 Bech makes . Exryitens to have reign'd 
; 45 a5. To Atreus and Thee. Eaſelius al- 
Lets 4». 65, Syncellus only 33. and according 
K ure 2 2. U. to,. Thyeſtes ſeems to have 
eceeded Atreus, for he ſays, that Atreas. 
Hing left rhe Scepter to Thyeftes, *Angeus 3 
* wv SA mov epr hob To Agamem- 
_—_— p. 170. with Euſebius gives 18 
but at the ſame time obſerves. that o- 
Ichers 0 allot him 35 years, and 5.123. he 
1 1 5s that ſome, mike him to have reignd 33 
2 ſome 30 ot, 28. Likewiſe p. 125. he 

Is that Ægiſthus reign'd 7 or 17 years, 
Ft p. 170. 15 allows him only 5. Oreſtes 
Ficcording to Euſebius reign d 15 yeats, accor- 
dag to Hyxxellur 25, but according d Vel. 
4 bus Patere. . Ts Lag years, ' iS . t. | 2. = 5 
7. The kingdem of the "Fbebine: + The 
er Arundel. ma kes Cadmys.to have come 
0 Thebes when Amphictyon * d. at Athens, 
een after the; heginning of the reign of 
e but ee ſaye that he came when 


Pan- 


e N A 1 = . 


2 
ov 


2 1 * 5 
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(14) 

Pandion was King at Athens, above 120 em 
aſter that Cecrops reign'd firſt there; and he 
obſerves alſo that (ome do ſet. Cadmus's reigu 
fill later, and that above 100 years, when 
Ceerops the * was King at Athens. Cm b 
Aleuand. Strom: 1. refers the coming of Cal. 
mus to the time when Lynceus reign d 4 } 
got, but it is not certain when he rei 
there, whether we are do refer the begintling i 
of his reign to the 35 yer of Panda 
reiguing at Athens, wich Euſebius, or te the 
18 Fear o Eretthens the ſucceſſor obs "_n 
dion, with ane 87. ; Y 


8. The Kingdom of . Genta Dix ö N 
bre Sieul. 1. Hntellum p. 179. differs much I 
from Eufebind as to the number of yearsthat }j 
feverat of tha Kings of Corinth aſter the-te tes | 
wen ol ehe Phoraclide reign'd, | |: 

DE Jute Diodor, Sicul. Pe" 15 
| An. 38 1 
— AL un 2 1. 


1 ale margin. ink Syacellus p. 179. | 
ritlomedes 35 ears au Men d, and Jikewi 1 I: 
in 2 Latercula in p. 1 80. and yet p. 155 onh In 
31 years. art allat tau tot am. | I 

Aſcet Automieer the Piytunes of ariental Ws 1 
lers 2 An. 90; cording to wore: 
Sleulur, about Au 120 — Ev by 
Aﬀect them Cyp/ſe/ss obtained: che GUV 

| ow ent; 


; (15) 
nt, and afrer —_ Son Periander, \To 
pcs Ariſtotle J. 5. c. alt. gives 
30. © Periauder 44. but Exſebius ind 
r allow the Father only Ax, 28. and 
Laertius in rer allows che 1 


WA. 


— 


5 bs. - The Kingdom of the Medes. How 
Jifferencly the ſucceffion of the Kings of A. 
1 bo and the time of cheir. ſeveral reign is re- 
keſcated by Fbrodauus l. 1. "0. 96. &c, rr 
„ Drodor, Sical, I. 2. Enfebius and 


, will beſt appear by the following 


Fut Ctefiam. © "Fuxta Euſebium. Fuxta Herodatum. 10 Snceltum 
n. 28 Arbaces An. 28 Arbaces An. 28 
f 1220 uces Soſarmus 30 — ing = 
Shcemus „ Medidus 40 Sofarmus 
Cardiceas 13 , - Artycas 
Detocles 34 Deioces An. 53 Diceces 
phaortes 8&4 Phraortes 22 Fo tua: ag 
Cyaxares 32 Cyazxares 40 £ 
Altyages 38 * 35 ages 


oma At hs EG en ͤ do. Rod 


E. not omit that thoug gh theſe Authors, 

much ſoever they diſagree in other thi, 

all concur. in this, that 4 ger was f 

1 King ALE yet Xenop SY 
eri. 1. 1. ſays that 4 had A 
ö | "Uſb his Sucts in he, Kaen i 


2 


10 The Kingdom of the Ty, 3 
count which Heradatus l. I. e. 7. &. = 10 
Ee hie, dun. al much . 


(160 | 
of Enſchins and Synteilas. Herodotus writes | 
that the Heraclia Reign d from Argon the 
firſt of them to Candaules the laſt 505 years? 
whereas Euſebius and Syncellus take notice of } 
only 3 Kings, viz. Arayſus,  Alyattes and Mii 
les or Meles before Candaules, and the years | 
that theſe 4 Kings reign'd being all joyn n'd | 
ether are only 59, Kftet Candawles 1 
nd who are by Herodotus: call'd 'Merms || 
ade, and Euſcbius with | Syncellus agree with 
him as to the names and number of thoſe that 
held the Kingdom, yet they difſent from him 
altoget her as to the number of the years that 
they held it, 


| Flaxta Hirodotum, Jute a | 


- 


—_ 
| An. 28 An, 36 To the 2of 
28 323 =: 39 rhele, 9 
— 4 12 D 15 AR 
attes 99 & 49 An. 37:4 
Creeſus 47 * 13 allotted by 
Symcellus, 


II. The Kingdom of the Tyrians. TU 
Heels 5. 182. pretends that he hath the c“ 
en of the Brian Kings which he givet Þ} 
Tapis, and it is very probable that Þ 
is A tal. J. 3, had his from him al. f 
yet there is not a perfect accord berwixe | 


chats and that which we VE in Joſe hub 
25 1. I. 


** ee. . * 
JETS” 


. 1 8 7 5 
18 hos 8 hea: 5 
. MF $. * 0 29 


12. The! 


— 93 
& 12. The Kingdom of the Macrabmi ans. "Hes 
be be, J. S. 4. 139. names Perahctas 26 fh 
of che laus that as to warlike prepatations he 
. Jirder'd things better chen all the 8 Kings that 
nere before him, he ſeems to conſent there- 
d Je: for if Perdigcas was the fitſt King, then 
ſe here were juſt 8 before Arc helau. Yet Fuſtia 
7. c. 2. ſays that Perdicca reign'd aſter Va- 
3 100 , as Salinus c. 9. ſays that he ſucceeded 
un. Suidas concurs with Fuſtin in making 
+ Eire the firſt King, and Livy l. 45. ſays Ex» 
6+ Jhefly-char he reign'd the firſt; They that pleaſe. 
Jmy alſo conſult Auſonius Epiſt. 19. When 
in and Solinus ſay that Perdiccas ſuc- 
ceded or reign'd after Caranus, if their means 
lug was that he ſucceeded Caranus imme 
lately, they are contrary not only to l 


. 
" 


Il and Syncellus, but alſo to the marginal 
; Flicceſſions of the Macedonian Kings which we+ 
; Jlve in Syzcellus p. 262 ; for all: theſe do 
+ frckon two Kings, viz. Cænuus and Tyrimmas 
fetween Caranus and Perditeas, And fo Theo 
Plus ad Autol. l. 2. giving us the Genealogy 
Ache Temenidæ makes Canus the Son of Ca- 
Pu, and Tyrimmas the Son of Cenus, and 
Perdiccas the Son of Hyrimmat. Elſebine 
-Ittakes Caranas to have reignd An. 28. and 
* Jt have begun his reign 36 or 37 years before 
lebe firſt Olympiad: but the two Succeſſidns 
the Macedonian Kings. ap. Syncollum, and 


(8) 
Syocellus himſelf grant him 30 years, and . 
Vis ſays that he was 18. years before the | 
5 Qlywpiad. (or, if we will believe the mar: {| 
pal. correction,” he was 25. years. before it:. 
Solinus. c. G. writes. that: Perditeas: ſucceeded | 


2 


Ceranus, or was firſt named King in the 2 
| | er eng to the 11 ¹ Olympiad. In that 

iccefſion of the Macedonian Kings which e 
- have In the Text 49. Hncellum p. 262, Pars | 
Lecas is omitted, As. alſo the other Succeſ- 
ſion in the Margin doth not altogether agree | 
with Syzcellps; much leſs with Euſebius. 10 
Cen it allots 28 years; but Syacellus gives 
him 29, Euſetius only 12. To Argeus it gives 
A. 34, Syneellus only 32; but Euſebius 38. 
To Drimmas it aſſigus Au. 45. to Perdicess 
4. to Philip. 35% and to rapat 23: whe 
Eeſebius gives to che firſt of theſe 3 8, to the 
51, to the 34 38, to the 4 26. 


P NE TAs. 


The uncertainty of Chronalogy. as to the 
Kingdoms that Were in the time of the fit 
Moenarchy hath appear d ſufficiencly. I pros. 
now. to perſons and accurrences which 


were in the time of that Monarchy ; but the 
particular time when they. lir d or happen 
u very uncertain; 1 begin wich perſons, as | 
10 „ * 2 27.4 182 107 1 
. Promethexs, who according tos Ag. 
& Civ, Dei 1.18«6. g. liv'd when Qrhopolis |} 


— 


„„ rene 


4 tate A 5 1 8 


0 9). 
8 King of the Sicyoniens, and. Criaſus King 
e Argruge, - igang, nd C 7 4 
4. Strome f. wich in the time 
whg. al fone 40 oper the Argivess 
it (ome. wrice. that he Was in 
orbas.\ reign 8 at Argos her 
en Criaſus and. Triopas, ;- dds. t 5. 
bers refer hum to the time * Ceorops w 
« contemporary * Triopas, and that Accor, - 
gg. to others he liy d 60 85 40 7 e 


ag erogs. » 


1 3. Hercules. Acigeting to the computatian 
ich we have in Clemens Alexang. Strom. 1. 
E * s inſtitution of Olympick games pre- 
bed that of 1 hitas. An. 440. Or a Ve, bas 
to Exſchivs from Hercules his 705 
_— em to the firſt Ol Oxoid ere only 
14. 430. Helleis, Patere, J „I. makes bebe 
wes to have dy d Dory 970 y 
Troy was taken, but by baſes 65 955 
kunt he dy d but about 16 years befo 
| of 4 By Eaſebiuss account 1 2 
* d ay th Cong whereas our beſt 
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(20) 

3. Lycurgus, Of Lycurgns "(ſays Plutarch | 
in tus life) nothing can be ſaid which is cer. 

tain and udgueſtionable, but there is the leaſt 

r about the time when he liv'd. 4. 
Iſtotie and others ſay that he lib d at che ſame 


time with Tphitus, and was affiſtanc to him 
in ordering the Olympick games. Eratofthents 
And Apollodorus ſay that he was Ancienter by 
not a few years then the fitſt Olympiad, Times 
will have hint to have been not far from the 
time of Homer, and ſome ſay that he converſed 
with Homer. Nenophon makes him to have 
been about the time of the Heraclidæ, and 
he ſeems to ſpeak of thoſe fitſt Heraclidæ that 
liv'd not long after Hercules himſelf. Thus 
Platarch. And as to Eratoſthenes he ap. Clem. 
Alex. Strom. 1. declares the time from Licur- 
guss Tuition to the firſt Olympiad to have 
een 108 years. Tatianus ſays that he made his 
Laws 100 years before the Olympiads. But 
Clemens Alex. will have him to have been 150 
years before them. 3 


4. Hotwer: It is vulgatly known how. vr. 

rious opinions there are about che age of FI. 

mer. Tatianus long ſince: collected ſome of 
le 


them. Crates Flays ) will have him to have 
flouriſhed before the retur of the Heraclide 
nichin $0 years after the war of Trop, Er. 
toſt benes after 100 years from the taking Troy, } 
Ariſtarchus about the Joni migration _ 1 

; 8 f 2 3. 


C13: - 
b . 140. from the fall of Troy, 'Philochorm 
I after the Ionicſ migration Archippus being Ar- 
Like at Athens An. 180. after the deſtruction 
of Troy. Apollodorus reckons 100 years after 
the Jonick migration, and ſo 240 after Troy. 


m owe ſay that he was a little before the O- 
5 Iympiads An 400, (or 407.) after the fall 
y Trey. Others make him contemporary to 


trehilochus, who was about the 234 Olym- 
Jad, in the time of Gyges K ing of the Lydiant, 
Joo years after that Trey was deſtroy'd, Thus, 
kt: Tatianus. They that deſire more to this 


is . Heſiod. The like uncertainty there is as 
„ {I tothe age wherein Heſiad liv d. A. Gellius 
Iz. c. 11. hath taken notice of the diſpute 
e Jancerning Homer and him, ſome making Ho- 
s n the more Ancient, as Philochorus and Xe- 
t Nuphanes; others giving the ſeniority to Heſiod, 
0 8 Acc ius and Ephorus; others 5 them 
I patemporaries, as Varro. Thus Gellius who 
417. c. 1. determines that either they liv'd 
moſt at the ſame time, or that Hamer was 
Imewhat the Ancienter. The truth js there 
Ie many, beſides thoſe mention'd by Gellius 
tat make Homer the more Ancient yea Vel. 
line P aterculus I. 1. makes Heſiod about 120 
gears-lacx then the age of Homer: but on 


1 
- 


fe other fide according to the Marmor As 


v3 


4 

2 

© ſundel. Homer was by ſome years later then 
; C 3 "nn 


U 


d Jpurpoſe may conſult Clemens Alex. Strom. 1. 


\ 


cn 
Hefod. Caſſaus ap. Gellium J. 1 7. +. 2. ſays that 
Homer and Heid were above 160 years af. 
ter the Trajan War, but the Marmor Arundel. 
makes Homer to have been above An, 300 
after the taking of Troy; and if you value 
Herodot uss opinion J. 2. c. 53, Heſiod and H. 
er were no more then An. 400 beſore his 
own time. Cornelius Nepos ap. Gellium fays 
that Homer was but Ax, 160 before the build. F 
ing Rome. | 5: 


Hitherto we have taken a view of King- I 
doms and ſome illuſtrious perſons that were 
in the time of the Aſſ7r:a» Monarchy. It re- 
mains that we take notice of ſome remarkable 
occurrences that were in the ſame time, as 
. 'T, The floud of Ogyges, & Ang, de civ. 
Dei I. T8. c. 8. obſerves that Hiſtorians 'are 
not agreed what time Ox es "bimſclt was. 
Syncellus p. 148. 'fays that ſome refer the floud 
to the time of Phoroneus King of the Argives, 
others to the time of A the ſucceſſor of 
Phoronew, Africanus "ap. 4 de prapar. 
Evang. 1.10, c. 10. writes that it happen 'd 
in che firſt'of the 1oz0 years Which were from 
DOezges to the firſt Olympiad; whereas accor- | 

ding to Euſebius there werè but about 987 
years from this floud to the firſt Olympiad, I 
Cenfſorimus c. 21. ſeems to make it to have been 
above 800 years before the firſt Olympiad, 

From Ozyges's floud ( ſays he) to the teign | 


030 
4 Hucbus were about 400 years, from thelichs 
the &rſt Olympiad fomewhat more theng so. 


. Dencalions floud. According to Solidlinf 
611. there were 600 years from the floud of 
Mees to this of Deucalion, according to Eu. 
& An. 237, according to Oxoſſus J. T. . 
ts, 45. 230. 'F Aigaft, te cid. Dei J. 18, 
10. takes notice that Eiebiu and 8 Hie. 
ie refer this of Dexcalion to the time E 
pepe, but that Varro refers it to the time 
Cs 141418 Who was ſucceſſor to Cecrops; an 
| might have added that Faſt?» l. 2. e. 6. 
6 * * it was in the reign of Amiphictyo 1 
yhe ſueceeded Cantus. a ; 


„ The taking of Troy, Cenſorinus c. 21. 
bk theſe words, Soſihius inde did wtite th 


Mere were 395 But Eyatofthenes . 40 75 
us 417; Aretres 514, and befitles th 
iny have written diverily, whoſe” 1 | 
ne doth dec late that the thing i is u pan iQ 
Ts EL ana Now what it is about which! 


1 
2 
+H 
£ 


k. 


F ughe that he det oe tlie e 
> =] of Troy to the firſt 21 0 it 
being known that e m 

from 1 * to the fr 1805 


Dell 


£24) 
piad to have been juſt that number of yeats 
" which Cenſorinus mentions, iz. 407. Hows: 
ever it be as to this, yea let it be ſuppoſed 
that thoſe Learned men were miſtaken in 
thinking that Cenſorinus refer d to the taking 
of Troy in this paſſage; yet it cannot be de- 
yd that it is a conſiderable Teſtimony of 
the uncertainty of Chronology, and we ſhall 
ſufficiently manifeſt the incertitude of the 
time when Tray was taken from other Authors, 
Felleius Paterc. I. 1. makes it to have been 
An. 414 or 415 before the firſt Olympiad 
( nor only 407 as Eratoſthenes) Solinus c. l. 
An. 408, Euſebius 406 ( in ſome Editions 
405.) Very Learned men interpret the Mar- 
mor Arundel. ſo that it makes the inter- 
val twi'xt the taking of Troy and the firſt 
Olympiad to have been Az. 434. As alſo 
they 0 interpret Dicæarchus ap. Apollonii So- 
bafter l. 4. ver. 272. Argonaut,, that he. 
makes it to have been Ay. 436: for when 
Dic are hus ſays (From the reign of Nilus to 
the firſt Olympiad. Au. 436 ) they by the 
reign of Nils underſtand. > 0 of the Tro- 
jan war, as perhaps by the reign of Inachw. 
m Cenſorinus the ſame may be underſtood. 
Add hereto that the Marmor Arundel. makes 
| Troy to have been taken An. 373 after the 
Beginning of the | reign, of Cecrope, and in 
the 24 year of Meneſibeus; whereas by Euſer: 
Hus account it was taken Au. 3 73 aiter the 
* 


ESRC? ws 
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(25) 
beginning of Cecrops, and in the 230 year of 
Menue ſtheus; and by Sncellus's it was taken 
4, 385 after the beginning of -Cecrops, and 
Ia the 334 of Meneſtheus. Alſo: the Marmor 
i 4rundel. computes An. 320 from. Deacalions * 
foud to the ng of Troy, but in Clemens 
lex. Strom. 1. the very ſame: number of 
years is aſſign d from Deucalions floud to the 
rape of Hellen by Paris; now: according to 
Homer Iliad. . Ver. 765. there were 20 years 
between that rape of Helen and the taking 
u, and conſequently from the loud of Deg-: 
Ialion to the taking of it there were An. 340 
Ircording to Clem. Alex., ſo that his compu- 
Intion exceeds that of the Marble Au. 20. 
Rom the taking of Troy to the building of. 
Ine were An. 43 2, ſo Dionyſius Halic. I. 3. 
I. 433 ſays Solinus c. 1. An, 437: according 
o Velleius Paterc. I. 1. I might take notice 
that Clemens Alex, writes how ſome refer Troys 
being taken to the. firſt year: of Demophoens 
teigning- at Athens, as well as others refer it 
to the laſt year that Meneſtheus reign'd there; 
&-alſo that C auſt antinus Manaſſes makes the 
Trojan war to have: been in Davids time (ſay- 
ing that Priamus requeſted aid of him) whereas 
according to Euſebius it was in the time of 
the Judges, particularly when ;4bdop judged 
Mrael but enough hath been produc'd already 
to-thew how great diſcord there is about the 
gear when this calamicy befel Ty. There 
pits f | | Is 


ne 
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(26) 
is no leſs differente about the time of the year 
" (whether it was in the Spring, Summer or Au- 
tum) as alſo about the month and day (of 
* which they that pleaſe may conſult Alex. 
Strom. 1.) and therefore Platarch in Camillgs 
exprefſech himſelf very cautiouſly ſpeaking of 
the day of the month. * : 

4. The teturn of the Heraclide. Which 
was 80 yeats after Troys being taken ſays E- 
ratoſthenes aj, Clem. Alex., almoſt 80 years 
ſays Vellrias Paterc. l. 1. By Evuſebins it is 
refer d to the time of Melarthes's reighing at 
Athens, but by Syncellas to the time of his 
Son and ſucceſſor Codes. 

5. The Jonick migration or the paſſing of tbe 
Ianes from Attics ro that part of leſſer ug 


which is call'd Juni. Philaſtrarus in Eupſurbo p. 
70. ſays that it was according to ſotne 124, at- 
cor to others 127 years after the war of 
Tyyy chat the Airhenians ſent a colony into v 
. but Erataſtbents ap. Clem Alen. Stroni. 1. 


makes it to have been 140 3 1 
ation of Trey; for ( ſays he) from the 
taking of Trey to the retumm of the Herarlids 
were An. 80, and from that to the Joni mi- 
— An G0. And Strabs l. 13. ſeems 10 
lifſem from them both, when he ſays that 
the Molick migration was aid to de 4 gene. 
tations before che Ioitt. Now 4 generations 
accotding to the uſuul accomt / thut 3 gene- 
racions are x00 years, ſee Herodotus l. 2c 6. * 


_- ©. PI 
ind Clemens Algo. Srrom. L.) are above 1306 
years, ſo that the fonict migration was acer. 
ding to this computation above 130 years af. 
ter the Æolict, and the Molict was ſome 
| years after the taking Trc, yea according to 
$rabo above 50 years. For his account of 
it is that Oreſſes was the firſt Author of it, 
but he dying, it was carried oh by his Son 
” | *:»#hilus, who came into Thrace 60 years 
cer the war of Troy, about the time of the oom. 
; 
ü 
? 


ing of the Heratlidæ into Pelopinneſus. This 
S450, So that when Eratoftheyes ſays From 
the taking of Troy to the return of the Hr 
belle An. 80, Srraboacconnes only about 663 
und when Eyarofthenes computes from rhe fe- 
um of the Feraelide to tlie niet migration 
„ ont A4. 60, Strubo ſpeaks of 4 generations 
berween the Tolrt and in} atld makes" [the 
+YEolick to have been about tlie ſame time with 
I the rerurn 6f the Hrruclide. . 
IV. M ens It was 50 years 
{ before the xæpugnation « Troy, fo Appian ur 
i Punico, only 38 years before it $ Phj- 
| Bus * 'Euſeb.;, and in oi edition only 
32 But N 14y that it was ufter 
rs being taken; Ay. 143 after it ſay ſome, 
An, 175 lay others, An. 338, ſay others: 
dheſe 3 diffeting accounts are taken 'notice of 
by Zuſebiny, 'afid 'the aceoumt given by go 


Por Apich. J. 1. chat it 'wis 149,445 
monelis üfter th building of 9 
* | W 


*.5 


1 

will not agree with any of t heſe. Nor will 
theſe that follow, iz. #4 t of Velleius Pas 
zerc. J. 1. that it was 65 years before Romer: 
being built, and Servius's in Virgil Ancid. 1. 
that it was 70 years betoreit, - or Jaſtins l. 18. 
c. 6. that it was 72 before it, or laſtly Ti- 
mans's 4 70 Dionyſ. Halic: that it was 38 years: 
before the firſt Olympiad. | 


7. The firſt Ol mpizd. That is — 
the firſt Olympiad in which Corebus was vi- 
Ror, and Plegon in Fragment. accounts that 
the 2800 Olym iad, with whom - Ariflodemus' © 
and Pol ag: ys ncellum p. 196. ſeem to 
agree: — C Anal, ap. Syncell. ſays that 
Corebus overcame in the 14 Olympiad from! 


Iphitas. Hucellus p. 199. ſays that the firſt 
Olympiad was the 45 year of the reign of 
VDeriabh King of Judab, 2 makes it bo 


have been the 50h year of that King; but 
S: Cyril c. Julian. |. n refers it to the reign 
of Tothan the Son of 'Uzzi4h, as Africanut 
did. before him if we believe Euſcbins ; tha, 
Hncellus p. 197, would perſwade us that 4 | 
fricanss refer d it to the reign of f Alas rhe 


n of Jor ham. 


8. The buildis ing of Rome. Touching the 
uncertainty of the time when this City was 
built I hall tranſcribe the words of Solinus c. 1. 


Ci incins (lays he) Hhooght it was built. 15 
tlie 


Ta. x i 


(29) 


Ie 12* Olympiad, PiZfor in the 8, Nepos 
mad - Lutatins following the opinion of Ef. 
2 and Apollodorus in the 24 year f 
the 


7h Olympiad, Pomponius Atticus and 


M. Tullius in the 3% of the 660 Olympiad. 


Thus Solinus, who alſo delivers his own opi- 
nion different from all theſe, that it was built 


In the firſt year of the 7*. Olympiad. They 


that pleaſe 1 alſo conſult Dionyſus Hals. 
who. has coll, 


I might inſtance in other occurrences, pa. 


I ccularly in the Eclipſe foretold by Thales, as 


Þ which they cannot agree either in what 


Olympiad or in what Kings reign it happen d. 
Herodotus I. 1. c. 74. and Eudemus ap. Clem. 


Alex. Strom. 1. ſaying that it was in the time 


of Cyaxares King of the Medes, but Solznus 


16. and Euſebius in the reign of his Son 


Ayages: but I forbear. 


All this time I have confin'd my ſelf to 


the 4ſſpria» Monarchy, and only obſerv'd how 


more ancient Writers diſagree in their accounts 


ot time, for it would be endleſs. if I ſhould ge 


1 out to ſhew the diſcord that there is 


very unhappy in this reſpect 4s well as wt 


our late .Chronologers. Only it may not be 
amiſs co repreſent 2 is not only at 
variance with others, but o 

himſelf : and how h 


tentimes alſo with 


is adverlaty Petavins is 


0 llected many various opinions Of. 


(300 


And i in doing this I ſhall r my ſelſ 
to the time of the Aſſyrian n I be- 
gin with Scaliger. | 


An. Troy was 1 7 8 40 
N 2 228 To e HE 6 
— Laa ia 


_ was taken Ay. bnd Ju- wo was aha An, Per. I 
lien, 3533, Salig. de Exend, I. 5. 3$3's :Scalig. 28 ein 
de Ilii exci Ar W Lally exci 71 dit. 2, | 
The 7774 was cele- ft [Olympia was in the 
ated Fo . 


brated in the 3 „ Har iab, Scalig. Av 
V on of gala, nimadvu. i in Euſeb. in An, 1241, 


riab or 
2 {+ 7555 d 


it. 2, 
l laſar dy d % An. Xabs- 
+ Nga in 2455 
dar tet 299, if cu e 88 


a reigy's 4 3 — tel n 42.  Nadepolſſor 2252 
"EF T + Int he X Ia 30 © bis” ot. FIRES: Sca 7 
Edit, 1. , Sang. n ma 25 9 coli 
- and 11 pe $4 2. 


The beginning of Nebuckaduer- The firſt year of Nebuchadze- © 
dars reign was An. Per, Fal. «4107, ur was An. Per. Ful. 4106, Scal. 
Scalig. de Emend: l. J. de initio RE 1.5. de initio Naluche- 


a. rel 7e ar, rei 5 72 
er 
47 4 chod, Edu. 2. in Fragment. 14. a 
N o + death was ' Nebuchadnerzer dy'd 45. Ne- 
ber de E. bender 183, Scalig, in H 
7. Its 
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aud inconſtancy, wich which Fer- 


vis 


(31) 
ni frequently. _—_— him, and had been 
the more excuſable, if he was not 

the like himſelf. But his inconlancy will lf 
Lippcar by the following 1 1 


G geirina temporum J. 9. c. 16. de. do8. temp. I. 13. 
arb NOD. to reign An, Pet» Tngchw's x 
| 245 Jul, 2 bee 


6, 179 years after 

ith. of Abraham, Petav, de doc. 

CLIENTS — eb) Tab. 
art:; 2. L 2. 6 5. 


= The 7 * year of Premalion was Lhe wo 
4. "Per: Ful. 3822, Petav, di Per. Ful. & » Petav. 
32 | pPuart 2. I. 2. 4. 13. 


| 8 of Chriſt, 777, bebe. 
| Rar part L. 12. 2 etav. Rat 
ö and d. 3. c. 1 and 2. 


guilty" of 


The Kingdom of the Sicyonians = The Kingdom of the Flcyonians 
kegun' An. Per. Ful. 2543, Petav. begun An. Per. Ful. 3 


4. Per. 


aſter 


15 — 


1 
. The ee ofen. 


e Fc 22 Ls 


" Nebachadnexz.ar bahn ebe Goge The dege of Thre by Nebechet. 


ere An. Per. Ful A122, Fete. nerxar begun A. Per. Fal. 


To theſe we may add that Petavine 
dukes: one and, the ſame year to anſwer to 
3 ſeyeral years. It is Au. Per. Jul, 3961, in 
- Tirhich he ſuppoſes Rome to have been built. 

pr to An. 75 2 before the birth of 

{Chriſt ( fo Perav. de douctr. temp. l. 9. c. 50. 
0 A. 753 before::Chriſt ( ſo in his Rario- 

part. 1. I. 3. c. 5.) to A. 754 before 
(ſo in Rationar. part 2. . 02. —— 
in the end of 4 ce 
being about to give us the ſucceffion 


r in ſeveral Kingdoms he himſelf is pleaſes 


„4123. 
l ers. 2, c. 13 ; * de dos. temp. t K. fe 63. 


(n) ; 


to 2cquaint- us, that he there gives an ac- 
count of the beginning of the reigns of di: 
vers Kings ſomewhat different from that which 
he had given before in the Books themſelves, 
and this more eſpecially in the Macedonian 
Kings. 4 885 | | 
We ſee then how -wavering and uncon- 
ſtant thele Learned men are in their Chro- 
nology, and the great cauſe of their incon- 
ſtancy is the uncertainty of it. Thisuncertainty: | 
Petavius acknowledges as to the time of the 
creation of the World. The number of the 
years from the Worlds creation to this time 
neither is certainly known, nor can be without a 
Divine Revelation. Theſe are the words of Pe- | 
tavius de doff. temp. 1.9. c. 2. which may be 
appli d to many other Eporhx's; about which 
Chronologers diſpute with very great earneſt . 
neſs. | „en 1 
I have inlatged the more upon this ſubject, 
.becauſe of the great neceſſity and uſefulneſs of 
mens being convinc'd of this uncertaſty of 
Chronology of which we treat; which will 
appear, if we conſider the many miſchiefs which 
have been occaſion d by the want of ſuch 
conviction. From the want of this have pro- 
ceeded many .cager diſputes about matters ap. 
Pertainiug to Chronology, and thoſe manag d 
with the greateſt wrath and bitterneſs imagi- 
nable. If Syncelis had been convinc'd of this 'þ 
uncertainty, he would have been more fa- 
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vourable to Euſebius, and not taken all occa- 
fions of reprehending him, and that many times 
in very rude and unbecoming language. Had 
others after him been throughly convinc'd of 
ir, and ſeriouſly confider'd it, it would have 
fevented the heats between Scaliger, and the 
German Divines, and Scaliger would not have 
fllen ſo foul upon our M Lydia, endeavours 
Ing to expoſe him, and triumphing over him 
yith the greateſt ſcorn and contempt. In like 
manner he treated all others that oppoſed him, 
o only diſſented from him, inveighing againſt 
very one that did not fall down and worſhip 
every. imagination of his; not ſparing. either 
Ancient Writers or Modern, but raiſing the. 
tyereſt cenſures upon both. The conſidera- 
don of this uncertainty might alſo have pre- 
ated: the ſcuffles between I/. Vaſſius and his 
Councrymen that ſer themſelves ſo fiercely a- 
Jginſt him, Add hereto that if this uncer- 
kinty had been duly conſidered, the World 
wuld not have been burthen'd with many 
tedious and voluminous writings,. ſuch as c- 
brers two Editions of his De emendatione Tem- 

mw, and his Canones 1/agog, &c. alſo Pe- 
levixs's two Volumes De dotirins Temporum. 
Finally, for want of the conſideration. of this 

lot a few have ſpent a great part of their life 
Jathe ſtudy of Chronology, and many of them 
en of extraordinary parts and great W qpowt- 
P that if the time induſtry, whi _ 

F * 
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laid out upon Chronological niceties, had been 
imploy d in more uſeful Studies, they might 
have been very ſerviceable both to the time 
in which they liv'd, and alſo to future gene- 
rations. Therefore ſeriouſly. weighing theſe 
and the like miſchiefs — 5 by the want 


of (ach conviction and conſideration, I thought 
that 1 could not do any thing more neceſlary 


and beneficial, then to endeavour to convince 
men of the uncertainty of the greateſt part of 


Chronology. 


36 
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CHAP, Il. 
Whether Lunar Months were in uſe with 


the Iſraelites before the (aptivity of 
Babylon. 


Y Cary part 1. I. 1. c. 12. fingles a paſ- 
| ſage out of Arch-Biſhop Uſbers Pre- 
e to his Annals, in which he ſays that it 
cannot be proved that the 1/raelites uſed Lu. 
nar months before the Baby/oniſh Captivity, but 
their year conſiſted of 12 equal months, eve« | 
ry month having 30 days, and 5 days being 
added at the end of the 12 month in eve« f| 
ty. common year, 6 days every 4 or Leap- 
Tear. Thus the Arch-Biſhop, The arguments 
Wherenith the Doctor oppoſeth this are — 
| | __ - KowF 


(35)- 


from authority or reaſon, His authorities are 
1. The Penmen of holy Scripture, 3. Other 
Writers. 1, The Scriptures which the Doctor 
groduceth are Num. 10.10. 28.11. 1 Sam. 20. 
h, 4:5, 27, 34. 2 Kings 4. 23. 2 Chron, 8. 
13, 13. Pal, 81. 3. Exztk. 45.17. 46. 3, 6. 
I is. evident (ſays he) from one or mote of 
theſe Texts that the Lunar month was in po- 
pular uſe, particularly from 1 Sam. 20. If you 
k him how it is evident from one or more of 
theſe Texts, all that he ſays to this purpoſe 
- Js 7. That the beginnings of the months in 
Ie letter of the Law (i. e. Nam. 1 o. and 28) 
te interpreted by the Pſalmiſt ( Pſal. 81.) td 
be the New moons, 2. That the Septuagint 
thought ſo doubtleſs, who uſe the word - 
b JIwviz in theſe places. 3. That theſe Texts dd 
F Jainly mark out the New moon to be a day of 
hlemaity. 4. That the morrow after the New 
Moon is calld the 24 day of the month. And 
by we have the whole ſtrength of the Doors 
wumenc from Scripture. To which I anſwer 
1. None of thoſe four propoſitions is evident, 
ind conſequently they cannot make it clear 
that Lunar months were in popular uſe before 
the Captivity: I grant that if the Tranſlations 
the Scripture were authentick, then three of 
ohe foreſaid propoſitions would be evident, 
u. all except the 2*: but if we niuſt have 
te Ncourſe to the Original, then the other three 
er ue no more evident it. Fot inſtance; 
m | 36 521 The 
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The firſt propoſi tion is that the beginnings of | 
the months Num. Io and 28, are interpreted 


Pſal. 81, to be the New Moons: now the He- 


brew words for The beginnings of the months 
are CIWIM OX) Num. 28. 11. and the He. 
brew word which is tranſlated the New Moon 


Pſal. 81, 3. is ©, and to ſay that wan 


WR" is interpreted by 9 is to ſay that an 
expreſſion that is more plain is interpreted by 
one that is more obſcure, But let it be ſup- 
poſed ( th6 not granted) that TYWTN ox) 
is interpreted by , then we may ſay that 
the beginning of the month is interpreted by 
the firſt day of the month; for the firſt 
day of the month is called . ſays Kym- 
chi both in his Radices and in his Con- 


ment upon P/al. 81. 3: and therefore inſtead | 


of Blow the Trumpet in the New Moon, we may 
Tranſlate it, Blow the Trumpet in the firſt d 
_ of the month. Thus it appears that the firſt 
propoſition is not evident, and upon the ve- 
ry ſame account the 39 and 45 propofitions 


are not. For in all the Texts which the 


Doctor hath alledg d for confirmation of thoſe 


propoſitions (vix. 1 Sam. 20. 3 27, 34. ; 


2 Ajngs 4.23. 2 Chron. 8. 13. and Exel. 45: 
17. 46.3,6,) the Hebrew word is alſo ꝰ M, 
which in 1 Sam. 20. 27, 34. ſignifies the 


month (and is rendred ſo by our Tranſla- 
tors) in the reſt of the 2 it may ſigniſie 
th, 


the firſt day of the month, or C which is the 


ſame, | 
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| ame). the New month, though in our Bibles 
{it is rendred in every one of them the New 


moon, So (to run over the Texts) we may 
read To morrow us the firſt day of the month 
or the New month, 1 Sam. 20, 5. I is neither 
the firſt day of the month nor the Sabbath, 
2Kings 4. 23. On the firſt days of the month, 
2 Chron, 8. 13, and Ezek. 45. 17. 46.3. and 
toally,. I» the day of the New Month, Ezek. 
46. 6, So that it is the firſt day of the 
month which theſe Texts do mark out to be 
« folemn day, and the day after it is reckon'd 
the 29 day of the month: but it will not be 
afily made out that the New Moon is men- 
tion'd in any of tlioſe places, I acknowledge 
that this account of the ſignification of the 
word v doth not agree with that which the 
Doctor gives of it, but his account will be 
fully. examin'd in the Appendix. It remains 
that I examine the Doctors 24 propoſition, 
hich is that the 70 who uſe the word s- 
pic in all thoſe places (wiz. Num. 10. Io. 
28. 11. and Pſa, $r. 3.) doubtleſs thought 
that the beginnings of the months Nam. 10. 


Jud 28. are interpreted by the New Moons 


P/al, $1. Now I deny, that this conſequence 


& evident, or that from their uſing the word 
aun in all thoſe places it can be 22 
deduc'd that they thought ſo as the I 
ys they did. We may rather conelude from 


it that »eownrie Pſal. 81. fignifies (not the 
D 3 New 


hs, 7 


e 
EE” >» 
_, 
New Moon but) the firſt day of the month, 
For the beginnings of the months are call'd | 
_ ovianrigi Or vt o,“, Num. 10. and 28, and 
then why ſhould we not think that gown 
via. . hath the fame ſignification P/a/, 81, 32 
But the word »vpria will alfo be confidered 
more fully in the Appendix, 
2. Suppoſe that it was evident that the 
New Moon is mark'd out to be a day of ſo- 
lemnity, it doth not follow that the Lunar 
month was in popular uſe (which is the thing 
in queſtion ) for the New Moon might be ob- 
ſerv'd as a ſolemn day, on what day ſoever 
of their month it happen'd though it fell | 
out toward the middle or end of their month 
as yell as if their month began with it, A- 
gain ſuppoſe that it was evident, that the 
morrow after the New Moon is reckoned the 
2% day of the month 1 Sam. 20. 5, 27,34 
yet it cannot be thence concluded that the 
Iſraelites uſed Lunar months; for the mor: 
row after the New Moon might fall out at 
that time to be the 24 day of the month, 
bough at other times it was on other days of it. 
hus his Text on which he chiefly relies, viz, 
1 Sam. 20. fails him upon a double apcount, 
1. It is not evident that the morrow after the 
New Moon is reckon'd the 24 day of the 
month. 2. If it was, the uſe of Lunar months 
cannot be concluded from it. This may ſuf , 
| Ace for anſwer to his argument from Scripture 
3 2+ AF 
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. As to the Doctors argument from the 
authority of other Writers, he ſays that All 


the Doctors, Ancient and Modern, Jem and 
Chriſtians (except Kepler, Petavius and Biſhop 
- an ) were of opinion that the 72 year 
ter the 1/raelites departure out of Egypt was 
Lunar. Now what ſhall we ſay to this con- 
fident aſſertion 2, The leaſt that we can ſay 
is, that it might have been expected that ſo 
great an undertaker in Chronology ſhould have 
acquainted himſelf with Chronographers bettet 
then it ſeems he hath done. If he had more 
diligently conſulted them, he would have found 


Maſſeus and Temporarius very politive for So- 


lar years, It is manifeſt that the Scripture al- 


"mays every where uſeth Solar years and equal 


months conſiſting of 30 days, ſo Maſſaus 
Chronicorum l. 1. in fin. It cannot be doubted 
but that both in Sacred and profane Hiſtory 


we ate to underſtand Solar years, the days of 
every year being 3657, ſo Temporarims C bro. 


wlog. Demonſtr, l. 3. Harvilleus alſo in T/ag 
Chronolog. l. 1. J. 11. p. 116. declares t af ho 
inclines chiefly to this opinion. I incline (ys 


be) more eſpecially to the 5* opinion, vis. 
(as he expreſſes it a little before p. 1 12, 113.) 
j that till the Captivity of Babylon the years 


xe to be underſtood to be Solar, con Ring 
of 12 equal Solar months of 30 days with 


the addition-of 5 days, and alſo of one more 


every gn year. And finally doth not Srali- 
a | D 4 ger 


(49) 
ger ſometimes ſeem to incline to this opinion? 
as in his De emendat. Temp. I. 3. de anno pri- 


ſeorum Hebræoram Abrahameo, where he lays | 


that always even after the coming out of E- 
Opt there were 5: days added at or near the E. 
guinox, as is ſufficiently known by that which 
is diſputed above out of Meſes. And that 
moreover the firſt day of the month is called 
BN which ſignifies reunria, although there 
was no New moon on that day, no more then, 
there was on the firſt days of the Egyprian 
months. Alſo a little before this he ſays that 
the ſacred Hiſtory teſtifies that David and 
Solomon did appoint 12 Officers according to 
the number of the 12 months of the year, 
ſee 1 Kings 4. 7. & c. 1 Cron. 27. 1. &c. 
The ſame Scaliger de emend, 1. 3. p. 637. 2 | 

that when the Fews received the form of the 
Alexandrean year and the Calippick Period, to- 
gether with them they alſo receiv'd the Lu- 
nar year, Thus Scaliger, who in all theſe 
articulars vir. that the Jews receiv d the 
unar year after the Captivity, that they ſu- 
peradded 5 days after their coming out of E- 
t, that their year confiſted of 12 months; 
and that they call'd the „ of the month 

M although the New moon did not ha 

en that day, no more then it did on the firſt 
days of the Egyptian months! agrees very well 
with Arch-Bilbop Uſber. It appears then that. 
Kepter and Pergving, are not the only * 
| 8 
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| 4 by what means the change from So 
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have inclin'd to the Arch · Biſhops opinion, 
. that it had been more 1 if the 
Doctor had forborn that expreſſion that all 
te Doctors except thoſe two were againſt 
lim. Thus we have conſider d the Doctors 
Arguments from Authority. | 
3. His Argument from Reaſon is very 
and they that would ſee it at large may 
iale che Dogor himſelf Part. 1. J. 1. c. 1a. 
ning towards the end of ſed, 5, and 
— on to ſect. 8. I ſhall only give a Sum- 
Ee it. He ſays that it is not * that 


C time the Lunar in po- 
r uſe, If then we hold that chey v uſed the 
r year before the Captivity, 1. He — 
that we ſhew when, in wha t 


b Lunar was effected. 2. He wonders chat 
kither 14 57 not any other did take any 
ice of it. 3. He affirms. that the Jews 


aſwer to theſe. 
As to the firſt,, Why is it neceſſary. to ey 
and in what 6 this change was made, 
the Doctor himſelf tells us that ſome have 
bk already: They ſet it (ſays he ſ.6. ) after 
Hlexanders time, unger the Government of the 
Beſides have not many innovations 
A corruptions crept into par a; Churches, 


. d e d. to 


oy preciſe, time that they iſ rv pe 


jould not ſuffer ſuch à change. Now for . 


(42) 


As to the 20, Why doth the D* wonder that 
Joſephus and others take no notice of this 
change, when he himſelf holds that after the de- 
parture of the 7/7ae/ites out of Egypt there was 
the ſame change of the year 4 Solar to Lu- 
nar, and yet they have taken no notice of that? 
The Doctor ſays in the beginning of /, 15. that 
when the Iſraelite, wete in Egypt their rec. 
koning was according to the Solar year, but 
after their coming out of Egyet he maintains 
againſt che Arch-Biſhop that they uſed the 
Lunar year; now where is this change taken 
notice of by Foſephus ? Joſephus Ant. l. 1. 
c. 4. and J. 3. c. 10. ſays that < rel were com- 
manded to keep the Paſſover on the 14% Moca 
in the month Van, and that Moſes appoi 

ed N:ſan' to be the firſt month — ref 
rence to their Feaſts aud ehe thir i 
ing to Diviae wo - bur as to Ae 
{ and the reſt of che diſpenſation of the 
year he made no alceration, but rerain'd the 
firſt rice, form or order. Theſe are the words | 
of Joſe; 2 So that if from hence that Ho- 
ſes — — ſax to be the firſt month wic 

reference to Beaſts, & and the Paſsover to 
be kept on the 14 Moon in that month it 
can be neceſfarily concladed that he chung d 
the yeur ſtom Solar to Lunar, ſo that in ſay- 
ing the gne Joſepbus in effect ſays the other, 
chen indeed he derh take notice of that change; 
buy if it caünot be certainly concluded (at 


Mo- 


c- 


ls 
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Moſes made ſuch a change) from thoſe words 
of Joſephus (as Tam well affured it cannot) 
then he hath taken no notice of it. I have in- 
ſſted upon this the longer becauſe of that 
which the Doctor ſays /. 5. of Joſephu and 
Philo Jud aus. He ſays that they plainly fig- 
nie that the year even of old time from Mo- 

was Lunar, and imply ſomewhat more, 


. 


lion made of it before their time. Now I 
yould gladly be inform'd where they either 
kainly fignifie the one, or imply the other. 
have produc'd Joſephus's words already. Pi. 
Jud aus de vita Moſis having ſaid that M- 
e made the beginning of the vernal Equinox 
e firſt month, adds, In this month about 
the 14 * day, the Moon being about to be at 


Iihe Full, che Feaſt of the Puſsover is rele- 


tated, "Agany zem in the preſent tenſe, fo 
thit Philo ſpeaks of that which was done in 
tis time, Withal if he had ſpoken of the 
od time ftom Moſes, he neither plainly fig - 
Mes that the year was then Lunar, nor im- 
an that chere was never any queſtion made 
The 3* particular remains, which is that the 
— would not ſuffer ſuch a change. The 
Doctor uſeth many words to prove this, the 


fumm whereof is this. The ems (ſays he) 
believ'd that their ancient cuſtom as to the 


jive of beginning che year and obſerying tho 
, 


wnely this, that there was never any que- 


(44) 
Paſsover was of Primitive Divine inſtitution, 
or bound upon them by Divine Law, and 
therefore they would not ſuffer a change of 
it, To which I anſwer, that if this be under- 
Nood more generally of their cuſtom of be- 
ginning the year with the month Niſan, and 
obſerving the Paſsover upon the 14 of that 
month, it will be granted that they believ'd 
ic to be of Divine Inſtitution, But if we de- 
ſcend to particulars, as that the firſt day of 
' Niſan or their New years day was to be al- 
ways that day which anſwered to ſuch or ſuch 
aday in our Calendar, or what other day you 
pleaſe; or that the day of the Paſsover was 
always to be that day which anſwered (ſup- 
poſe) to aur 4 of May, I cannot ay that 
the Jews believ d that this was of Divine In- 
ſtitution, and the Doctor ſhould have prov d 
it otherwiſe then by ſaying Queſtionleſs they 
mut believe ſo, Yea, I could tell him that 
| ſome Jews have believ'd, that the precept 
for beginning the year with the month Mi- 
ſan was only temporary, and did not oblige 
them tuner to account it the beginning of 
mont 5 
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CHAP. III. 


Of .the month Dioſcorinthius, 2 Mac. 
11. 21. 


HE month Dioſcorinthius ſeems to have 
| been menſis embolimus in Anno Chal- 
luco, i.e, a month ſuperadded in the Chal- 
lean year, and interpos'd between Dyſtrus and 
Xanthicaus, . in which month Xanthicus the 
ktters from the King and the Romans to the 
ems were written; ſo the Arch-Biſhop A. 
M. 3841. The Doctor p. 84. falls upon 
him very inſulcingly for this. Upon con- 
ſderation of the premiſes / ſays he) we 
my ask the queſtion what then becomes of 
that conceit of Dioſcorinthius as if it ſhould 
be the Embolimæar month ? Thus the Doctor. 
Now 1. Suppoſe it was only à conceit, why 
does the Doctor ſingle out the Arch-Biſhop 
8 if it was peculiarly his? eſpecially when 


che Arch-Biſhop exprefles himſelf fo cau- 


tiouſly and modeſtly, ſaying only that it ſeems 
to be ſo, Sraliger de eme. Temp: l. 2. de 
periodo Syro-Macedonum Ale xandrea Salianus 
4. M. 3891. and Menochius in loc. are all of 
the Arch-Biſhops opinion; yet we hear no- 
thing of them, but the Arch-Biſhop alone 
muſt be arraign'd and try d, and the opinion 
(or conceit, for ſo the Doctor will n _ 
| Ir, 
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it,) condemned, Now if you ask upon what 
evidence or grounds the opinion is condemn'q, 


the Doctor tells us it is upon conſideration of 


the prethiſes ; and if we would know what 
thoſe premiſes are, we muſt look back to the 
beginning of the 25 ſection in that 84 page 
which I alledg'd above. Alſo that we may x 
better underſtand that which the Doctor would 
be at, we muſt obſerve that in 2 Mac. 11. 21. 
the date of Lyſiass letter is thus expreſs'd 1 
The 148* year the 24˙ day of the month 
Dioſcorinthius. Now the ſumm of that which 
the Doctor ſays is this, That according to his 
Tables the 1477 year of the Seleucidæ was 
Embolimear (as he calls it) i. e. a year in 
which one month was ſuperadded. Vet ( ſays 


he) n to popular eſtimation (and that 


very juſt and good) not the 147 but the 
148 was Embolimæar. Then he adds in /e#. 
26, Whether the year 147 or 148 were Em. 
bolimæar it matters not, once I cannot ſee how 
the year 149 could be ſuch; And I ſpeak of 
the 149 year Fewiſþ reckoning according to 
our 22 whi af N f account 
was the. 148 according to the date of Lyſias's 
letter 2 Mas, 11, Thus the ky So 
that in ſhort which year was Embolimæar he 


knows not, but reſolves that the 149 or 149 
according to: 2 Mar. 1 r. could not be ſuch, 


that be might conclude againſt the Arch - Biſnop 
that Dioſcorinthius was not ment Emboli- 


| 


mus, I. 
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mos, 2 ſuperadded month. But 


it may be 


faid that the Doctor gives a reaſon hy the 
149 year could not be Embolimæar, becauſe 
then the vernal New moon in the 150 year 
muſt be ſer over to the 15 of April. To 
which I anſwer, that (poſſibly) according to 


the Doctors Tables it muſt have been ſet ſo 
late, but who will regard his Tables, when 
he himſelf hath told us, that an account dif- 
fering from that in his Tables, may be' very 
juſt and good, and agree very well with the 
unth, tho not with the preciſe ſtrictneſs (as 


he expreſſes it) of thoſe his Tables? Be- 
fides his Tables have reference to the 
jear, whereas the Arch-Bifhop ſpeaks 


ly of the CHaldaan year, and that 


Few 
— 
which the 


Doctor calls the 149 7, e. the 148 in a Mac. 


u. might be an intercalary year in the Ch. 
lun account, tho not in the Jewiſh. There- 
fre the conſideration of the Doctors premiſes 
does not perſwade us to ſlieght the Arch - 


* conjecture ſo much a8 
c ; 


he doth; 


'2, What if zve ſhould ask now What will 


6 . or Aci. ? 


bg date April 9, Lyſtar's June 16 
> 


become of the Doctors conceit, that Diofco< 
iathius was that month which is called aid. 
eſpecially when we confidet 
that it ingageth him to ſay that Lyſias let» 
ler to the Jews was of a later date then the 
Kings: letter to them; the Kings letter bear- 


after ( ac- 


cording 


mw _ 


iny ing his reckoning) then which ſcarce 


any thing can ſeem to me more incredible, 
When the King himſelt had by letter certi- 
i'd the ems that he granted their defire, 
can any one imagin that Lyſias ſhould write 
above two months after, only to ſignifie the 
ſame thing to them? If the Doctor had on- 
ly ſaid that Lyſias's letter to the Jews was 
of later date then the Kings letter to him, he 
had ſaid that which is no leſs probable then 
the other is improbable. For I make ac- 
count that Lyſias firſt inform d the King what 
the Jews deſir d, then the King writ to him | 
to certifie them that he granted their deſire 
(a copy of this letter we have 2 Mac. 11. 
22, &e.) Lyſias having received that letter, 
writes to the Jews as the King directed him, 
and his letter bears date the 24 of Dioſco- 
rinthius. Laſtly the King himſelf writ a let - 
ter to the Fews dated the month following 
(according to the Arch-Biſhop ) Xanthicus | 
the 15, which he ſent with Menelaus (by whom | | 
alſo he had been acquainted with the deſire' Fi 
of the Jem) to give them, full aſſurance, Þ 
that he granted their requeſt. In this there 
is nothing - improbable... But that the King 
ſhould give order to Lyſas to write to the 
es, and that he ſhould not do it till - 
ve two months or three months perhaps a- 
ter, is that which 1 can by no means ſub- 
ſcribe to. | 8 1* 
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Lo conelude, it cannot be determin'd.cers 
e. — what month it was, whether Defra, 
0 * Serarius thought, or Dias as Gro 1 b 2 8 
Dyſro-Xanthicus as. the Aich- Biſhop : | 
the conjectures which I | ge ſens 
ors conjecture W to 255 


a ._ 
* 7 
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3 HE . — . 
N ba | 8 
3 "6 H A P. IV. Sm 
t 08 
n ' the time. when. Arthxerxes ts Ig 
e 


manus begun bis reigns 


HE Arch. Biſbop As M. 31 31 1 2 155 
beginning of Artaxerxes's S: 6, He es E 1 6 wv 


[, 


| y re.the teceived 


K 1 eien to the — Tie, 8 1 
ys. Babu g regu writ a letter 
\ 5 


to). 


or Ain gtx xe, hie himſelf infintates fo much. 
It mult be Hude alſo tllat the time of 

1 flight is not agreed upon, aud 

one great inſtance of the uncertam · 

4 onglogy. For Plath writes that 
Morte, "Dies. Clitarchas, Heraclides und 
many more ſay, that Themiftocles came into 
Perſis in the time of Xerxes: but that Cha. 
ron Lamſacenus agrees with Thucydides and af- 
firms that he came to:4rtexerxes his ſon, Xer- 
xes being dead; alſo Plitarch adds that The- 
exdides agrees Nene wich the Annals. Cor- 
Sa We ef05 All follows Thucydides, the be 
was not ignorant that others were of a dif- 
ferent opinion from him. But ſuppoſe Thu- | 
det, Chiron, Limſae#iz ind Cornel. Ne. 
2 be Eertainly i in the tight, in atffirnding 
that Thendffoeles Ad to 4vraverxes, yet Whit 
wet can be Aber d thence that ale begin 
e reigir was fo foon as tde 
Bilhop farb Ker; it, is another queſtion, 1 
Theeſcre" only 1. Beiety thew the 1. 

ric Doctors aufer to chm wir | 


2. Take notice of 


mb cotttiag Tetecion of his upon the Arch» | 


oats infiver to ebe eg 
pars en J. S. V, 1, 2, 3. 1 
he oppotes Divdbbas Sul. 7. 1. 
hs it is clextly aiferted ther the 


cn 
| time of Themiſtoeles's flight was Olymp. 77 
1 2, not Olympiad 76. An. 4. as Exſebiuss 
o Thecydides he oppoſes the ſame Dioulorus 
. and Faſtin, who (as he ſays) cleatly af 
irt that Cimons victory at Burymedou was in 
the time of Neræes. As to -Themiftoctes's 
kiter to Artaxerxes he ſays 1. The date of 
is not known, poſſibly was not knownzro 
I Tbatydides himſelf. 2. It is not without great 
ſuſpicion that it was an Athenian trick, an im 
I reation of Themiſtocles s enemies, 2 letter fra- 
Jned on purpoſe to blaſt his reputation even 
Jiſter his gourmet 3. If it was true, · it only 
winceth this, that Themiſtocles lived ſo long 
Ie Exile abroad as to the time of Artuxeræes 
is reign. This is the ſumm of the Doctors 
awer. To which Ireply - 
1 It is not clearly Alerted by Dirie 
Raul. that the time oT hemiftocles 2 
ms Olymp. 77. An. 2. He indeed ſpeaks of 
tin that year, as he does alſo of his Oſtra- 
am and eath, He thought it beſt to diſ- 
patch at once all that contern d — 'S 
A, and ſo in that year he gives us an ac- 
| wont of his Oftraciſn or Bani t, his go- 
Jing co Argos, his flight from — to. 45 | 
Mg, and afterwards from Admetus into Ala, 
I journey from thence co the Perſian Court, 
= What befd” him there, and laſtly of his 
Not thatall chefe fell out in that years 
ſe there was 4 conſiderable time from his 
E 2 Oſtra- 
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Oſtraciſm to his coming to the Perſſan Court, 
and a conſidetable time again from his coming 
thicher to his death) but it is Diadora Sicul. 
his uſual way to throw) things thus together 
that belong to the ſame ſubject. As then 
from his mentioning. Themiſtoclesis Oſtraciſm 
and death in that year, we cannot conclude 
that they ſell out that year: ſo from the men- 
tion of his flight in that year it cannot be 
cancluded, that it happen d then. However, 
1:15 plain, that ĩt is not clearly aſſerted by 
Dinaorus Siculus, that the time of Iheniſto. 
tes flight was Ohymp. 47. An. 2, let che 
Doctor ſay: what he pleaſes. 
At is very true that Diodorus Sicul. 200 
Nut in do make Cimons victory to have been 
in the time of Xerxes, differing therein from 
Thacydies,./ and: (as is probable) following 
Ephurus, Dinon and dthers, who refer Tie. 
m#otles's flight to the time of Xerxes: but 
as Chrnel. Nepos rather believ d Thucydides a- 
bout the time of Themiſtocles's flight, becauſe 
he liv'd near the time of Themiftoctes,' and 
was of the ſame City, ſo may we rather be- 
lieve him about the time of Ci imons victory 
| 7 — the ſame motives. 
3. As to the letter with which the Door 
is ſo much troubled, 1. If the date of it be 
not known, how comes the Doctor to know 
it fo well as tobe able to tell us that it is of 
e fame date wich _ _ of. T 3 31 
drink- 
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drinking Bulls bloud? 2. Why fays the Do- 
ftor, that poſſibly the date of it was x 
known to Thucydides, when Thucydides plai 
ly. tels us that Themiſtvcles writ the letter 
after that he was come to Epheſas, being gone 
from thence into the midland Countries? 3. It 
there be ſo great ſuſpition that it was an A. 
thenian trick, it is ſtrange that Thucydides and 
Corn, Nepos ( who tranſcribes the letter from 


um) were not aware of it. It muſt be ac 


inowledg'd that the Doctor was very quick 
ſented that could ſmell it out at ſuch à di- 
ance, when thoſe Authors which were much 
nearer did not. 4. It is moſt ſtrange that che 
Doctor Mould ſay that if it be true, it evin- 
des only this, that Themiſtorles liv'd ſo lon 
I» to the time of Artaxerxes reign. As i 


che writing this letter was one of the laſt acts 


le did, whereas he writ it (as we have ſeen) 
before „his coming to the Perſian Court; 
nd. conſequently! Artaxerxes had begun his 
kign- then. Finally - ſhould” we be ſo libe- 
to the Doctor as to grant that the letter 
ſuppoſititious, he will gain little by it; 
it is ſtill, apparent that Fhucydides be- 
Ev d that Artaxerxes had begun to reign be. 
ore . — coming into Perſia. - * 
The Doctors unbecoming reflection upen the 
arch-Biſhop is in /. 8. „. 4. where he: ſays 


cat we muſt take notice that the knitting all 


e kues and packing together thole ſhreds, 
E 3 BY - 


(5+) 
2s 1. Themiſtocles's courtly letter, 2. Euſe- 
bius's incongruous Annotation, 3. Czeſias's 
authorizing M. Artabanus nothing to the | 
purpoſe, ' theſe are upon deſign to make a 
boulſter far the Biſhops incerp etation of the 
70 weeks of Daniel. Thus the Doctor. As 


if the Arch-Biſhop foreſaw that the Doctor 
would lay his interpretation to ſleep, and fo er 

himſelf to knit knots and patch ſhreds together 
to make a boulſter for it. Or as if the Arch- 


Biſhops deſign was to ſerve his Hypotheſis, 

whatſoever became of the Truth. In the mean 

time the Arch-Biſhops interpretation is that 
which very many Expoſitors, Ancient and Mo- 
dern, have approv'd and follow'd, computing 

the 70 weeks (as the Arch-Biſhop doth.) 
from the 20 of this Artaxerxes, This 20% 

of Artaxerxes ( aceording to the Arch-Bulhops | 
calculation) was An. Per. Jul. 4260, tho-it 

is xepreſented here by the Doctor as if the 
Arch-Biſhop made it to be An, Per. Jul. 
4261. To conclude this, I wiſli the Doctot 
hed not Part 2. J. 2. H. 1. c. 9. f. 11. after 
à profeſſion af all humility, inſulted with ſuch } 
contempt and ſcorn over many that have las Þ 
bour'd as much to clear the ſenſe of that ce: 
lebrated Prophecy of the 70 weeks, as he 
hath done to obſcure and pervert it. See the 
20 chapt. of the ſame Book and Section. 
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0 
1 of the time when Sanchunlsthen; Se 
e | miramis and Nitocris hiy'd, * 
8 | ; 11 
F HE Doctor Part 2. J. T. 6. 78. Lon 
t I cells us, that the world is made to be- 
re Jlieve, that Semiramu was in the time of che 
i» {rvjan war, or near thereabours according eo 
55 — This is that Go and 
n BDaye9nos of which he ſpeaks in the ſame 
it ect., which ( ſays he) beats it ſelf ont up, 
>). Jou the name of Semir amis, and the cradit of 
g Senchuniathon. And in the n he cites 
Uſber for all this. Nou it is true that 


be rch-Biſhop- A. M. 2789 will have Se. 
niramis to have been in the time of the Po. 
E. war or _— but-T ledger fr 
e here it is that the Arch-Bi 

Pupiathon for this, or — he. 
. of Sanchwniathon, Ie is not dare 
hen that the Arch-Biſhap alledges, ＋ or- 
p ry, as cited by Euſeb. de Pr epar res + 

| 3 ro, who Gays that Sansa dels 
1 . to Semiramu, and 7 the is 
to have been either before the Troja. 
overſight be paſt by. Te 
— and the Afch-Bihep _ Does. 
| any oppoſes Herodorz, Whe e the 
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Fon would make us belive in this /. 11) rec- 
ons Semiramis to have been 520 years af. 
ter the ſiege of Troy. But if we read on and 
peruſe the 1 255 ſect., it will appear that he is 
not ſerious in it, For tho here after having 
ſpent many words about it, he concludes, that 
this is moſt certainly the reckoning of Herado. 
ts; yet there he ſays that it is not imputable to 
Herodotws. but his tranſcriber, who writ yrs 
inſtead of e Ihe meaning of this is, 
that if Herodatus had indeed ſaid that Semira- 
mis was only five. generations before Mitocris 
sit is in our copies, fee Herodotus l. 1. 
„, 184.) then the Doctor thinks that it would 
haye -fpllow?d; that by Herodot uss account 
Semiramis had been 530 years after the ſiege 
of Troy: but. (ſays rhe Doctor) our copies 
are faulty, and 50 being put inſtead of 5 we 
mult: read that Semiramis was Eiſty genera- 
tions before the other. The queſtion. then 
will be, whether we mult follow our copies, 
or the Doctors correction, who produceth no 
other: authentick copy to warrant it. Yea but 
the Doctor will demonſtrate that this cor- 
rection muſt: be admitted. Let us ( ſays he] 
rate theſe 50 generations by Herodotus s rule 
(which is that 3 generations arg. 100 years ) 
the Pr oduct will be An. 1666. Let theſe be 
dedugted from: 416 the age and time of Ni- 
of 1s, the remainder is 2494. which. falls juſt 
.Wyh the time of Semiramis her reign, the 330 
bs þ 4 year 
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year of her reign, according to the years of 
the Falian Period deſcrib'd in our Scheme. 


| Theſe are the Doctors words, who triumphant- 


ly concludes, This is a demonſtration, I muſt in- 


ſſt upon it, taken from Herodotus, a demon- 


ratios that Herodotus is on our fi de contra 
e And ] would have given the Doctor 
Fee to have been tranſported thus, if he had 


prov d theſe three things, 1. That the age and 


time of MWitocris was An. Per. Ful. 41 60. 
2; That the word 9e in this place of He- 


rodlotus is to be taken in that ſenſe in which 


three generations make a Century, 3. That his 


| | Scheme is a right Scheme, But if he fail in 
. A of any one of theſe, what becomes 


e derhonſtration, which he muſt inſiſt 


pon, and which occaſion d ſuch triumph. 


1. The Doctor in his demonſtration ( as 
he calls it) takes it for granted that An. Per, 
ul. 4160. was the age and time of Mito- 
cri, whereas in ſect. 11, he was more cau- 
tious, and only ſaid it was about -that2Fear 
And yet he brought neither Authorfty- he 


reaſon to ſatis ſie us that it was about that 


year, unleſs his ſaying without doubt it a 
be ſo, be Authority enough, ESE 
2. He takes it for granted, that the word | 


vet in Herodot us I. 1. c. 184. is to be taken 
In that ſenſe in which three generations are 
accounted 100 years, whereas it hath various 
een, and we may obſerve in Hero 


dat us 


(389 

darts I. 2. c. 142. where he ſays that three 
generations are 100 years, that the word - 
War or arFgmwy is {till joyn'd with , as 
ines) apes adh, and meumgas drip ye 
r, and memgac aro yerexs, Now 
this addition of «Sev doth determine the 
ſignification of the word ve, ſo that there 
it plainly ſignifies a generation of men. But 
here where the ſpeech is of Semiramis, we 


- 


have yerpa without any ſuch addition to de- 
termine its ſigniſication. 1 06s 
3. He tells us that A. Per. Fal. 2494; 
falls juſt with the 35 year of Semiramis, ac- 
cording to his Scheme, So that in the upſhor 
all depends upon his Scheme, and if that will 
not bear the weight of the demonſration 
which he builds upon it, it mult fall to the 
ground, His Scheme we have in the end of 
this 18 Chapter, and to recommend it to us, 
he ſays that it is Africanus. But how 
comes it then that in the beginning of the Chap» 
ter he: gives us another Scheme differing from 
this, and tells us that that is from Afric anus? 
About the time that Semiramis begun to reign 
the difference between the two Schemes is 80 
leſs then 25 years. But the Doctor ſolves 
- this by ſaying that the one is Africanus 8 ac- 
cording to Sypcellus, the other | according to 
Helviews and Ricciolus, So that it is queſtio- 


gable whether of them is Africanus (if ei- 


ther of them be ) but there is ſome * | 
| | * 


4 
why we ſhould rather believe Snerilus then 


them, . becauſe he had greater advantages for 
knowing what was deliver d to Poſterity by 


Africanus then they bad, Add hereto that 


Helvicus ſeems not to have valu'd the Scheme 
which he gives us as from Africanus fo high 
y as the Doctor doth; — gives us alſo 
mother Scheme out of Faltin, and obſerving 
that Auſtin makes the Afyrian Empire to have 
continued only 1300 years, he adds that this 
comes nearer to the Scripture, and again that 
it agrees. very well both with the Scriptute 
and with the Ara Balylanica. In a word, 


| voleſs there Ya a better acored amang Hide: 


N i 


ud being camputed backward end in che 


reign 


that Empire, abopt the number af che Kivgs 


end of the years that they reign d, there can 
be no certainty. either in the Doctors Schews, 


that he hath fallen far ſhort of dembnſtrating 


that we muſt read Fifty generations inſtead 


of fixe. 


By the way, the: Docter forget to tell us 


that he was oblig'd to Salger (fragment. 
1.42.) for this Critieiſm, ot oc WAS 
" | /not willing to mention him for this reaſeq's- 
Mong others, becauſe. thd 7 
chat it ſhould be Fiſty generations, yet be 
Alters from him in the coneluſianz for he ſays 


N 1 that they amoudt to more. then 


thought 


(60) 


reign (not of Semiramis, but ) of Minu 


himſelf, — 


But it may be ſaid, If we retain the uſual 
reading, it will not help the Arch Biſhop ac 
all, who makes Semiramis to have reign d a- 


bout the time of the Trojan war. For if the | 


— 


was but Five generations before MWitocris, and 


if Nitocris liv d about Au. Per. Ful. 4160; 
then Semiramis muſt have been 500 yeats at 


the leaſt after the ſiege of Troy, ſince accor- . 
re Bly this account ſhe was only 166 years 
before Mitocris, for Five generations according 


to the foremention d rule amount to no more. 
But to anſwer this briefly, Suppoſe that all 


* [the reſt was granted, the Doctor ( as I ob- 
ſerv'd- before;) hath not prov'd either that 


Nitocris liv'd'about- An. P. J. 4160, or that 
merTs Yee, 10 Teroaotus amount to no more 


7 * 
= © 
3 


9 „ 


then 166 years. All his proof for the! fœ- 
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— an Age or 100 years, but ſometimes 
v 


e 100 years, Imo etiam 100 aliguando 
ui. eſt apud Theophraſtum, vel etizm 110 an- 
noram intervallum continet yerta ut docet Phle- 
gon. They are the words of Vaſſiaus cam. Hor. 
num Caſtigat. ad c. 6. Now the word being 
imerpreted in this ſenſe, Herodotus ſays that 


_ | Semiramic was | 550 years before Nitocris, 


and ſo rather confirms the © Arch- -Biſhops | o 
pinion concerning the t time when! Seminemis 


{rig 'd.- 


E H A p. VI. 
Vb Nabonaſar vas. 


| run Arch-Biſhop A. NV. 3257; le 


"| Beleſis, who obtain d the Kingdom of 


Babylon after the death of Sardanapalus, to be 


the ſame with him whom Hipparchus, Prole- 


sus and C enſorinus call Nabonaſar. The Do- 


Pak | * + 
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Ror Part 2. J. 1. c. 17. falls foully _ him 


for this, and yet hath very little to ſay a- 
gzinſt it. That which he doth ſay is 1. {har 


there is a project in it, vir. to bring down 


Serdenapalus 100 years and more lower i 


time, then all Hiſtorians and Chronolopers 
255 before did ſet him. 2. That he will hoe bes 
pe: it. 34 That Herodotus. bach-no cover 


for 
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for this diſh,” Now for anſwer to theſe pars 
riculars, I naed not iaſiſt upon any of then 


but the firſt; For as to the 24%, Th6d the 


Doctor will: not believe that Brie ſis was Nis 
bonaſar, this notwitliſtanding, it may be very 
nue. And 28 co the 3%, We need not go to 
Herodoras tor a cover, fince the Doctor hath 
not diſtover d any — ch 2 Arch- 
Biſhops-bplni69. The firſt then only temaitis, 
in which che Dot hath brought forth ali 
the Hiſtorians and Chronologers that were be- 
fore him againſt the Arch-Biſhop; all theſe 
ſer Serdanmpalur more then 100 years higher 
then he doth, To which 1 hall only fay, 
that I cannot commend the Doctors prudence 
in uſing this large expreſſion, All Hiſtorians 
and Chronologers, for I can affirm that there 
are ſome who do not {et Sardanapalus ſo high 
as he pretends." Biilianaer tefers the begin- 


ning el the reign of Szvidendpalus to the 13 
year of Am, King of Judah, 8 W. Raw- 


kigh to bis en, Fanccins and Satianus to his 
20, Torhiellus to his Ig, Corftantines Phry- 
gie and Bamling to his 18, Euſebius to his 
16, Garden dd his 13 or 14, Sim/on to his 
20 Serelur 10 the 7, and Frerulpbus to the 
time of Ada or Uzziah the Son and Snc- 


_celſor of ib, Ou J. . c. 19 to the 


64 yer: before the building of Rowe; Now 


there is not one of all theſa thiar ſers Sarda 


nepeiys moto then 100 years higher then the 


Arch: 


4 
{ 
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Atch-Biſhop doth. Accotding to the Arch! 
Biſhop Sardanapaluss reign begun 19 years 
| | before the bailing of Romt, and according 
to Oroſſus it begun bur 64 years before it, 
| the difference between then is only 45 years. 
Frecwlphics and the Arch-Biſhop refer x he be- 
bs: of his reign to the time of the ſame 
g of Judas, viz. Uzziah, and the Arch- 
| Biſhop particularly to Uzziaht 44 year, and 
Þ they cannot differ above 43 yeats, They 
chat make him to have begun his reign in the 
time of Amaziah do indeed fer him highet 
then Oroſſa and Freculphut do, hut Se-. 
ix who goes the higheſt of them differs t * — 

above 66 years from the Arch-Biſhop ; 
from the 7 of 1 5 A = 'd det ay 
3 in all, 2 Ning, 14. 2. 2 3 
1.) to the 44 of Wezel there ate no 
We, unleſs ir be admitred that there was n 
nterregnum. And it muſt be à very long in- 
I keregnum of, almoſt 40 years, to "che rhe 
I iftatice twixt the 7 year of the Farhet to 
the 44 year of the Son to have been above 
100 years. Add hereto that Bede who re- 
bs che death of Sardanapalus to the time of 
ork and ſo the Chronicon at the end of 
' | De la Hays Biblia magna which refers it to the 
s year of the ſame Ur ziab, do not ſet him 
' I fibre. then 100 years higher then the Arch- 
Biſhop doch. The ſame muſt be ſaid of Bu- 


eelser, who makes * s his death 
| 0 
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to have happen d Au. 823 before Chrift, when 
according to the Arch-Biſhop it fell out 4», 
748 before him. Finally Genebrard and our 
M* Lydiat, who will have Sardanapalus to 
have been the ſame with E{arhaddon. Ia. 37. 
38. or Aſſaradom Pul (as they call him) do 
bring down Sardanapalus many years lower 
then the Arch-Biſhop ſets him; for E/arhad: 
dom did not reign before the time of Hese- 
kiah,. 1 may then ſafely conclude, that the 
Arch-Bithop fad no ſuch project to bring 
down Sardanapalus more then 100 years lower 
1 all Hiſtorians and Chronologets had ſet 
m, ny Nie, th : rad 


8 To return to Nabonaſar, with the Doctors 


good leave I would ask the queſtion, Why 

is, the Arch - Biſhop only quarrell'd with fot 
holding that he was Beleſis * They that pleaſe 
to conſult M* Lydiats Emendatio temporum 
A. M. 3257 will find, that we were told the 
very ſame thing in expreſs terms by him ma- 


ny years face. 
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CHAP. VIL _ 
Darius Hyſtaſpis, whether he was 


' the husband of Eſther, and of two of 
bis wives Atoſſa and Artyſtona, 


FRE Arch-Biſhop A. M. 3483 and 34907 


1K - modeſtly offers ſome conjectures con» 
I cerning Darius Be, as 1. That he was 

Alaſuerus in the Book of Eſther, 2. That 4. 
toſſa was V aſhti, 3. That Artyſtana was Eſther, - 


For this he muſt not eſcape the Doctors laſh 


Part 2. 1.2, . 1. c. 4. notwithſtanding that 


the Doctor might have known, that many Iearn- 
ed men, as Bertram de Repub. Jud. c. 13. Ca. 
ian, Melanct hon, Functius, Bunting, the Au- 


I chor of the Chronicon in De la Hayes Biblia 2 


mere, Fevardentius, &c. have thought that 
Darins Hyſtaſpis was the husband of Ef- 
ler, as well as the Arch-Biſhop ; as likewiſe 
that there are not many queſtions about which 
the differing opinions are ſo many, as about 
this; Eſcher having been married by one or 
other to moſt of the Kings of Perſia, and to 


- Jfme of the Kings of the Medes. Melani#hor 
io thought that Artytons was Eſther, and 


I 4ofſa Vaſbiti. * 
As to the conjecture that Darius Hyſtaſpis 
| Jas that Abaſuerus, = reign'd from India 


8 


(66) 
to Ethiopia over 127 provinces, Efther 1, 1. 
the Arch-Biſhop A. M. 3483 obſerves from 
Valerius Maximus Il. 9. c. X that this Da- 
ius before he obtained the Kingdom was cal- 
led Ochus VN, to which V being added 
after his being King, he had the name Aba- 
ſuerus, as Cambyſes had before him. And 
A, M. 3509 he ſays, that he is much con- 
firme d in his opinion by that which we rad 
of Ahaſuerws' Efth. 10, 1. that he laid a tri- 
bute upon the land, and upon che Iſles of 
the ſea. This / ſays he agrees to Darius, 
who was the firſt that. inſtituted the paying 
af tribute, when they brought gifts before: 
(for which he alledges Herodqtus J. 3. Co 89. 
Strabo l. 15. Polyanys Stratugem. I. 7. and 
Plutarthi Apoplitheg mat. Regum & Impera · 
torum ) who alſo ſubdu'd and rui'd over the 
Illes in the AÆgean fea (as he gathers from 
Tihmcydiags l. 1. and Plato in Menc xeno) wheres | 
as: Xerxes after his overthrow in Greece loſt 
thoſe Iſles, ſo;that only Cl1zomene, and Cy- | 
nrus remain'd. under the dominion of his Suc- 
ceſſors, for which we may conſult Xenophon' 
Hlillenicon. J. 5. Thus the. Arch-Biſhop. © | 
And what ſays the Doctor to all this? 
He diſpatches it in very few. words. For 
1. The name Abaſuerus, 2. The dignificatioun 
or title of being ruler over 124 Provinces, 
from India to Er biopia, 3. The impoting tri- 
bute upon the Iſlands, all and every e | 
i ng; a7 


R | 
1 — = 
(fays he) did as much belong to the Kings of 
daius's ſucceſſion, as to himſelf in particular ; 
therefore - nothing can be concluded certain 
om hence in ſpecial for Darius. Thus the 
Doctor. 3 SIE. 
Whereunto I reply, r. That the Arch- 
bikop never deſign d to conclude any thing 
ſertain from thence, he knew full well that 
nothing can be concluded certainly in ſuch 
ifficule queſtions as this is. 2. How appears 
that all and every of theſe did as much 
lelong to Dariuss Succeſſors ad to himſelf? 
the Doctors own ſaying it is all the autho» 
ty or proof that is brought for it. Poſſihly 
bme have ſaid that Ahaſuerus was a common 


„% „ 
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e fr confident aſſertion. And when the Do- 
for ſays that the being Ruler over 127- Pro- 


inces belong'd to Darius s Succeſſors indefi- 
itely, he ſcems to forget what he had ſaid 


thes, and was not .teduc'd: till the reign of 
Arta vgr ves Ochus. And then, as to the im- 
foling- tribute upon the Ilands; the Arch- 
liſhop produces the Teſtimonies of ſundry 


-  Ithe-fGrſt that impos' d tribute (which could 
du d 


ume of all the Kings of P er ſia, but we are 
wt obliged to believe every bold conjecture 


Pert 2. JI. 1. c. 20. vis. that Egypt ( which, 
as certainly one of the Provinces) did revolt 
om the Perſians in the time of Darius No- 


3 Iriters to prove 1. That this Darius was 


pt belong to * 2. That he ſub. 
2 — 2 | 


/ 


Z (68) 
du'd and rul'd over the Iſles in the ÆAgean 
ſea, which his Succeſſors did not; for his Son 
Xerxes loſt them upon his overthrow in Greece. 
But to all this the Doctor ſays nothing. 1 
ſhall only add to that which the Arch-Biſhop 
Hart . obſerv*d of this matter, that in Hero- 
lotus 1.3, c. 96. there is expreſs mention of 
the Illes paying tribute to this Darius. 
We are now to make tryal whether the 
Doctor be more happy in his arguing againſt 
the Arch-Biſhop, then he hath been in anſwer- 
ing his arguments. He objects againſt the 

Arch-Biſnops conjecture, 1. That Darius was 
à name ſo well known to all the Fewiſb Wri- 
ters, whether at Babylon, Suſa or FJeruſalem, 
and ſo appropriated to him that was the Son 
of  Hyſtaſpis, that it would be a very ſtrange. 
thing to ſee his name ſuppreſs d by any of 
them; 2. That this Darius was an eminent 
Benefactor to the Fewiſh Nation from the firſt 
of his reign to his 6 year, and that it was 
His intereſt to confirm. all Cyruss decrees, and 
ſo it is not likely, that in the 12 of his teign | 
he: ſhould ſo much forget himſelf, as at the in- 
ſtigation of a malapert Courtier to give com- 

0 


| 


mandment for the utter deſtruction of the 
people of the Fews, throughout all his Do- 
minions. 3. That this Prince's levity in ma? 
king oſtentation of the Queens beauty, and 
peeviſhneſs in taking ſo deep an offence at her 
reſuſal, and petulancy in the uſe of many Con- 

5 1 e 
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enbines, and laſtly raſhneſs in granting a de- 
tree for an univerſal maſſacre of the Jews, will 
not ſuit with Darius, who before he obtain'd 
the Kingdom had been one of the Seven Coun- 
Jeellers or Miniſters of State, and was full 28 

years old when he came to the Crown. Thus 


K. the Doctor. 


Before I return anſwer to all this I muſt pre- 
| Ymiſe, that the Doctor is of opinion that Ar- 
' Baxer es Longimanus was the husband of Eſther, 
Now 1 fay 2 theſe ob jections make as well 
f aſt Artaxerxes, as they do againſt Darius. 
be Doctor himſelf confeſſes this to be true 
of the 25 objection. And as to the firſt, 4- 
luxer es is 2 name which was as well known 
to the Jewiſh Writers as Darius, For the 


1 %, the evity, peeviſhneſs, N „raſhneſs 


md cruelty in granting a decree for a Maſſa- 

of all the Jews mention'd in it will not 
bi with Artaxerxes, who is commended by 
Plutarch for his mildneſs ot lenity, as well as 
magnanimity, and by Diodor. Sicul. and others 
fer his 1 in managing affairs at the 

yery firſt, So that the Boctor is oblig d to 
mſwer theſe objections as much as we. Be- 
des the Doctor is guilty of not a few miſtakes, 
A cannot underſtand why he ſays in the firſt 
7 p jection, that the name of Darius was ap- 


1 topriated to him who was the Son of Hy- 


"x Falles, fince there were two other Perſian 
„ Jungs that had this name, UL, Darius No- 
1 | F 3 ' thus 


(70) 
thas and Darius C 0dOMANNUS - not to men- 
tion Darius the Mede. 2. I do not know 
how the Doctor will prove that Darius was 
one of the Seven Counſellers or Miniſters of 
State before he obtain d the Kingdom, eſpe- 
cially when ke was but newly come to Ss 
when the other conſpirators againſt the Magi 
took him into their number; ſee Herodotus * 
J. 3. c. 30. The ſame Heroaotus l. 3. c. 139. 
tells us indeed, that, he was one of Cambyſes 
his guard, his 4opugop©-: or ſatelles, but adds 
that he was a man of no great note. 3, Sup» 
poſe it granted that the levity, peeyiſhneſs 
and raſhne(s noted in Abaſuerus did not ſuit 
with Darizs's uſual temper, yet when he was 
heated with Wine (ſee Ef, 1. 10.) that 
might betray him to miſcarriages of this na. 
ture. It was therefore a miſtake in the Doctor 
to think that he might conclude thence, that 
Abaſuerus was not Darius. I add that if 
cruelty was one of Ahaſuernss qualifications 
Las his giving commandment utterly to des | 
' troy all the Fews in all his Dominzons muſt be 
confeſs d to be an act of cruelty ) no man 
will. acquit Darius of that, who calls to mind 
his mercileſs {laughter of all the Sons of Oeo- 
$azus, only becauſe he deſir d that one of 
them might be permitted to ſtay behind, and Þ 
nor to "accompany him in his expedition 25 
gainſt the Sys b;ans, Herodot, 1, 4. f. 84. Thü 
may ſuffice for the firſt conjecture that 4 1 
; or 


rus Was Darius. 


(71) 
For the two other conjectures, that Atolſa ' 
„ | was Vaſbti, and Artyſtona Efther, the Doctor 
objects that the agreement of the names A. 
f | foſſa and: Vaſhti is of no moment againſt the 
. | authority of Hiſtory and Teſtimony of Fe- 
| rodorus, who writes that Atoſſa was married 
4 | to Darius after his obtaining the Kingdom, 
„ and that he had four children by her, and that 
„ | ſhe continud all the time of Darius to have 
2 great power, yea all the power with him, 
15 How then (lays he ) is it likely that in the 
„ | 3” year of this Kings reign ſhe ſhould be put 
G way : And to fay "that Arryſtona was Eſt her, 
ie | becauſe the Kin ng had a greater kindneſs for 
is ber then any of his other wives, yea and that 
it | the Perſian Genealogies were falſig'd out of 
. {envy to the Jem, this ( ſays the Doctor) 
or ib worſe then ſaying nothing at all. To Which 
at lanſwer, that the Arch-Bilhop doth nor ſay, 
if that the Perſian Genealogies were falſifi d out 
as ol envy to the Jes, but only that we may 
think either that the Perſians out of 1 


x {diſembled the patentage of Ef her, or 

an | Herodotus had not rightly underſtood the oY 
1d {fer Genealogies. Again, the Arch-Biſhop doth 
not infiſt upon the agreement of the names 


of 2 and Atoſſa, hd it is true he thought 

nd is Melani#hon”alfo did that Atoſſa was Vgl. 
a-$t; as be alſo thought with Carios and Me.. 
is lantf hon that Artyſtona was Efther ; and le 


ras the rather mov'd * ain ſo, becauſe 90 


(72) | 
che ſingular affection that Darius bare to her, 
having her Image all of ſolid Gold; ſee He- 
rodotus I. 7. c. 69, Now whether this is 
worſe then ſaying nothing at all let others 
determine, | 


Of Ninus junior and Tiglathpileſer. 
. HE Arch - Biſhop A. N. | 3257, declares 


N his opinion, that Ninas the Succeſſor 
of Fardanapalus mention d by Caſtor apud Syn- 
cellum p: 205, 206. was the ſame with him 
who in lian Hiſt. Auimal. L 12. C. 21. is 
call'd Tilgam, in 2 Kyugs 15. 29. and 16. 7, 
ro. Tiglathpile ſer, but in 1 Chron. 5, 6, 26, 
and 2 Chron, 28. 20. Tilgathpilneſer. This al 
ſo is diſliked by the Doctor Part 2. J. 2. 
J. 3. c, 4. and yet all chat he ſays againſt it 
is, that there is juſt as much in lian to 
ſhew that this Minus junior was Tilgam, as 
there is in the Scripture to ſhew that he was 
Tiglathpileſer, and no more, His meaning is, 
that there is nothing either in /£/;az to ſhew 
the one, or in the Scripture to ſhew the | 
other. To which I anſwer 1. That there is 
as much in the Scripture to ſhew that this 
Minus was Tiglathpileſer, as tliere is in c to 
| 5 ſhew } 
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ſhew that Phul was in a diſtance of ſome 85 


years after this Ninus, which the Doctor con- 


&dently affirms in this Chapter. 2. Tho there 


de nothing in lian to ſhew the one, or in the 
Scripture to ſhew the other, yet they may be 
true. The Doctor is willing to grant that 
Tilgam in lian and Tilgathpilneſer in the“ 
Scriptyre are one and the ſame perſon, and 
jet there is nothing either in the one or the 
ther to ſhew this. 3. The Arch-Biſhop knew - 
that there is nothing in Scripture directly to 
prove that Ninus junior was the ſame with 
Tiglathpileſer, but the ground of his conje- 
Qure ſeems to have been this, that Tig/ath- 
pileſer according to the Scripture was King 
of Aſſpria at that time, when this Ninus was 


king of Aria according to Heathen Wri- 


ters. i 


* — — — 
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CHAP. IX. 


— 


; . Of the times of Moles and Inachus. 
. a HE Doctor Part 2. J. 2. f. 3. 6, 10. ſays 


that it is fairly acknowledged by the 


4 Arch-Biſhop, that it was the opinion of Ta. 
taunus, Fuſtin Martyr, Clemens, Fojephus, 
4 _ Tiberienſi: vith others, that Moſes was 
born in the time of Inachus, and that the 


5 ſmgra- 
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migration ot Iſrael out of Egypt was in Pho- 


ronenss time. Wherein the Doctor hath re- 


preſented the Arch-Biſhop not much amiſs, for 
A. M. 2179. he ſays that the forecited Authors 
believ'd that Moſes was equal i. e. contempo- 
rary to Inachus, tho it was the Arch-Biſhops 
own opinion that the departure of the J/- 
raelites out of Egypt was long after the reign 
of Inacbws. But if the Doctor have dealt 
well ' with him in this, I am ſure he hath not 
done ſo in that which follows. For he adds 
that All that which he i. e. the Arch- Bi- 
ſhop) ſays to it is this, that his calculation, 
which he is ſure is right, will not permit it 
to be ſo, i. e. Moſes to be contempory to Ina: 
chus. Whereas the Arch-Biſnhop doth not 
ſay this, and ſuppoſe that he had ſaid it, it 
is not all. that which he ſayhuncesss. 
1. The Arch-Biſhop doth - not ſay this, 

| He doth not ſay, that he is ſure that his cal- 
culation is right. He fays indeed that the 

right account of times doth not permit us 
to doubt of this, that the departure of the 
1/raclites out of Egypt was much later then the 
reign of Inachus; but all that can be made of 
this is, that the, Arch-Biſhop thought char 
the account of times which he follow'd is 


tight; that he was ſure that his calculation 


is right, he no where faith. And yet if he 

had ſaid this, it is not much more then that 
which the Dogor himſelf bs in the del 
CE ER | words 
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words of this Chapter; I (hall proceed ( ſays 
he) a point beyond illuſtration, I ſhall go 
near to make a fair demonſtration ; and again 
in this Chapter I doubt not ( ſays he) but 
my dedu&ions are as juſt as àny other what- 
wor, for they are, deduc'd by manifeſt 
roof. 7 8 
| my 2. Suppoſe that the Arch-Biſhop had ſaid 
this, it is not all that he ſaith. For he ſhews 
how it came to paſs, that thoſe Learned men 
did believe Moſes to have been contemp 
to Inachus, viz, Having read of certain Sheep- 
{| herds that came out of Egypt into 2 a- 
dout the time of Inachus, they underſtood 


* 


this of the 7/raclites. coming from Egypt to 


Canaan; whereas thoſe Sheepherds were che 
" Phanicians, of whom Herodotus l. 1. c. I. and 
I. 7. e. 89. with Stephanus Byxant. in ACurO. 


| teſtifies. that they came from the Red ſea. 


That it may not ſeem ſtrange, that the 
 Arch-Biſhop ſhould depart from the opinion 
of all thoſe Learned: men, I add that Euſebius 
did the ſame before him, as alſo the greateſt 
part of our later Chronologers. But the Doctor 
adheres to their opinion, and will by all means 
- demonſtrate the truth of it, and if you will be 
ſo liberal as to grant his ſuppoſitions, and that 
his DeduRtions and Tables are right, then he 
may do ſomething ; but if you be reſty and 
will not grant him theſe, then you will put 
him out of the humor of demonſtrating. * 
ex 77 9 r > "Taj = CHAP. 
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HAF. X. 


Of that Alexander King of Egypt, why 
Was reported to have made the (om- 
monwealth of Rome his heir. 

T arch, Bir A. M. 3924. affirms that 

Alexander who was expell'd by the E- 
gyptiavs, and dy'd at Tyre, and was reported 

to have left the Commonwealth his heir, 

reigned at the leaſt 15 years. And ſor this he 

alledges Cicero and Suetonius; i ſee. him alſo | 

A, M. 3939 and 3940, The Doctor Part 2 

J. T. c. 13. takes notice of this, and thou 

the Arch-Biſhop- and he were friends a little 

before in the very ſame Chapter ( inſomuch 
that he calls him the moſt Learned Biſhop of 


Armagh) yet he preſently takes up the cud- | 
gels againſt him, and denies that it can be 


prov'd by any Authorities alledg d by the 
Arch-Biſhop and others, that the foreſaid 4- | 
lexander reign'd 15 years. If it can be pro- 
ved from any of them, the Doctor thinks it 
muſt be that of Cicero Orat. 1 and 2 de leg. 


Agrar., but to take off the force of this, ne 


urges thoſe words in Orat. '2 Hee L. Phibip-"+ 

yum in Senatu confirmaſſe in memoria teneo. 
Which words ſeem to the Doctor to argue, 

that the Teſtament and death of — | 


cm __ 


1 and the diſcourſes of L. Phillipus in the Se- 
nate concerning them, were more then a year 


or two before Cicero's delivering thoſe Gra- 
tions. Furthermore / ſays. the Doctor) let 


it be granted that the death of Alexander was 
in the year in which the Arch- Biſhop ſets it; 
yet of the time of his expulſion, and how 
long he liv'd an Exile, there is not a word 
do be found in any of thoſe Anthortties. Thus 
the DoQor. : 


Who might have been more eaſily under© 


|-ftood, if he had ſer down the paſſages in 


I Tullies Orations on which the Arch-Biſhop re- 


hes, or directed us to the place where the 
Arch - Biſhop hath tranſcrib'd them at large, 
vix. A. M. 3940. And his ſnatching at the 


words Memoria tenes (as if they argued thar 


Alexanders death and the Speeches of L. Phi- 
pus were more then a year or two before 
Ciceros delivering the 24 Oration) ſeems to: 
me to argue that the Doctor was at a loſs for 
u anſwer. For certainly a man may ſay pro- 


I perly enough, L remember or retain in memory 
; that ſuch or ſuch things were diſcourſed of by 


\ _ nd . 
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| ſuch a perſen, though it be not more then a 
| year or two ſince he diſcourſed of them. l- 
ſo the Doctors ſaying that of the time of A. 
lexanders expulſion there is not a word in a- 


ny of the Authorities, doth more then ſeem 


| to argue, that he had not conſulted the Teſti- 


mony of Suctonius in Julio Ceſare. c. 11. al 
e ledg d 


4 
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ledg*d by the Arch-Biſhop A. M. 39 39, for it i | 


manifeſt. from him, that Alexanders expulſion 
was at the time of Julius Cæſars being Ædili 
6425 the Azch-Biſhop. ſets it) or very ſhortly 
Aer hh T9 3 | 15 

But the Doctor alſo produoeth the genera- 
lity of Hiſtorians and Chronographers, and the 


Mathematical Canon againſt the Arch-Biſhop. 
He cannot imagin why the Canon ſhould' o. 


mit a King of the direct line of 15 or 16 
years reign; to ſubſtitute a ſtranger in the 


place of him. He concludes that allowing firſt 
Cleopatra and then Alexander to have ſucceed- 


ed Ptolonraus Lathuras ; yet becauſe the time 
of their reigning was ſhort, under the length 


of a year, therefore the Canon caſts it in to the 


_ reign of Ptolem. Auletes. Thus the Doctor. 
But why doth he urge the Arch-Biſhop 


with the Authority of the generality of Hi- - 


ſtorians and Chronographers? when he had 


told us but a little before, that the Arch- Biſſop 
did acknowledge the generality of Hiſtorians 
and Chronographers to be againſt him? ThE 


_ there: are very Learned men that are for him, 


nod only: Retains: de doth; tein. 44 O. c. 46. : 


and in Rarig/ipomen. item in Ratiunur. Part 1. 


J. 4. o. 15 , Part 2. l. 3 r. i2, but alſo 


| Riceiolus Tv. 32 pls 4, and Tod pi 82, and bee 


fore: thenn Paulus Munutius in Comment. in 


rut. 1. Ae let Agrar. Ad to the Mathema- 


tical. Canon, 


27 
1 
- 
1 
E 


> 
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odor: Fart 2. l. 1. 4. 34 
. acknows 


{4o»vo(6:. or Bacchus, that he 
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| acknowledges that it is not free from imper- 


fections aud overfights, and therefore promĩ- 
ſeth to rectifie the things that ſeem to be 


amiſs in it. Withal he ſhould not have told 


us that the time that both Cleopatra and 4- 
lexander reign'd was not the ſpace of a year, 


until he had offer'd ſome anſwer to the Teſti- 
mony of Suetonius alleag d by the Arch-Biſhop 


to prove that Alexander reign'd many years. 


1 Inſtead of anſwering Suetonius, the Doctor 
takes upon him to correct Juſtin, who in 


Prologo 1. 39. hath theſe words, Ut poſt La- 
phyrum filius Alexandri regnarit, expulſoque 
to ſuffettns fir Prolomens Nothus, Here (if 
ve will believe the Doctor) Juſtin wrote not 


Prolem eus Nothus, but Ptolem æus nouns ; for 


(fays he) this Prolemee was called ie, 
., 4s Diodorus Sicul. teſtiſies. But I would 


now of the Doctor, how we can conclude 


tom his being call'd a new Dionyſius or a new 
Jad alſo the 
name of a new Prolemee. I do believe that 
tw have heard or read of a Prolemens 


Novus before this. And what neceffity is 


there of making an alteration as to the name? 
lince it is believed that Prolemaus Auletes 
nas. really Nothus, with which- agrees that 
ſage in Tullies Orat. 2, de leg. Agrar. 
where he ſays that he who regu then (i. e. 


# the Arch-Biſhop and others interptet it 
Prolemans Amletes ) was neque genere neque 
2 : FE wh by | animo 


(80) 


animo regio, and I thought that it was up: 
on this very account thatthe Doctor himſelf 
calls him a ſtranger. | 


* 4 A — n — * . MN 


HA. XI. 


Of Argon Who * che firſt King, of 
Lydia after the Atyadz. 1 


THE Doctor Part 2. J. 1. c. 16. falls 


I very ſeverely upon the Arch-Biſhop, I 
muſt (ſays he) adviſe the Reader that he be- 


ware of being impoſed upon by the allega- | 


tion of Herodotus-----=------AS if  Nanus and 


Belus forſooth, the firſt founders of the Ay. 


rian Monarchy, were the Grandchildren of Her. 
cules the Son of Amphitruo, for it is that Her. 
cules which Herodotus ſpeaks of. And then 


(ſays he) who can chuſe but wonder at that 
of Biſhop Uſber in his Annals Part 1. p. 44. 
or A. M. 2781.) where this very Argon is 


PREP 


the Son of Ninus the Son of Belus founders | [ 


= — 


of Þt-: 


mr 7-1 
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es that an unwaty hand ſhould write the one 
for the other, I believe alſo that it would 

: * puꝛ * the moſt: — Primate of Ar. 


of the Arias Mandichy fc Nh 
ad wh Thus the Dä. IF 


| — the Arch-Biſhop bath thus 2 
biſeaded only with theſe: — words | 
Mini filius. He doth not ſay Arg 22 the 

of: Minus the firſt preat Aſſyrian” lonarch or 
Founder of the Aſſrian Monarchy. Nor doth 
he ſay The Son of Ninus-the:Son of Belusg. 
though { if he had ſaid this laſt) he had oH 
ly tranſcrib d the words of Herodotus l. r. t. 9 
which -are theſe Ap ur 30-0 Ni 7 9 Bn- | 
ax. Why then doth the Doctor talk of an 

induſtrious excogitation, when the Arch-Biſhop | 
ſays nothing but what he found in Herodotus f 


| But the Doctor ſays that that which he found 


in Herodotus (particularly the words à N 


BN) is not Herodotus his oon, but the 


miſtake of an unwary hand. In the Text of 
Herodotus ( fays he) it was not A Dr 1167.55 


| » Nis TY Bray TY Angjvy bur: "Apyer ww | 

| Tephery * du d T8 AN N 
chat the Arch - Biſhop is not to be blamed for 
ot being ſo profound à Critick as to di | 


L think 


that Herodotus was to be thus corrected. Aud 


i he was now living, I believe he weuld ſearce 


eive, that there is ſo neat an Affinity be- 
„ . DEAL 


magh 


— - — 
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Ar chis new Greek "Apyoy tho 


rt. ©: a8 G AA9v. Therefore 
the Doctor hath oblig'd us by conſtruing it 


f, a. thüs, Atgen the Son of Altaus 


xe Son of ſervant maid of Furdewes, - Now 
Sun any man poſfibly imagine that, Herodot 
Gal tet this. ſenſe in ua. Greek as the 


Gctor would thaaft upon us? 1107 

Tberefere the Doctor is content that thi 

thauld paſs only tor a conjecture; he alſo at: 
quaints us upos what he grounds ic, vie. > - 
on this, that. Alcaus the Father of Ar gu is 
by Dial Sicul. called \Cleokuns 5 * 


uae ,L in the tim of ſervitude bom 


of Ay vant maid ef F ordiones;. ſo Drods. Ge. 


64. Sing: to the Doctor. Bat x. D;, 
2 232 Born of a feryant maid, be | 


dath not ſe Of ia ſervant maid :of Fardanws, 
. How aypeats it chat {cans was thei Far 
ther of Argon? Diodorus doth, not ſay that 
either Algaus ar leolaus was his Father; and 
any ſuys that Argon was the Son Ni- 
3. Hobs. a = it that Alcæus is by 
Bae. Neal Clealaus ? The ground then 
ol che Doctors con jecture thus failing him, 
aud che con jecture being in it ſelf very im 
e no mere) he had certainly: 
one much Sheer, i he had aft d: | 
ef them. 
ele Doder very confidently affirms, thats. 
the Hereuler of whom Herodotus: ſpeaks, oy 


was 


| 


9 „ — 1” «WP _—_ 5a 277% en dh r 


Z le 
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EP Dioadorns Sir. d 3. in firm; and che Doctor 


tec'd to cut, becauſe it 


— 


„„ 
s the Father of Aces, and accotding to 
tha Doctor, the Grandfather of Argon, was 
Herenles the Son of Amphitruo, Bat Hera- 
aus dath not. ſay that he was the Son of 
unphiaruo, and. the Do@or;.doth not offer 


| any proof of it. Ia the mean time this: . 


— may be oſſer d againſt ic, I Hen 
the Son of Amphitruo was born but 4 lis 
ile before the Trojan war, and if Argon: bes 
dun his reign over the Iydiant before that 
war, chen i is not probable that Zirevles the 
jou of Aavphitrgo was the Grandfather of A. 
Tow; But the former, vi. that Hercules the 
Son! of | Amphitryo was born but à litele be- 
lixe:the Trojes war, is. expreſsly :diby 


kimfelf grants the later; for in his Canon at 
the end of his book p. 43 and 48. he ſets the 
beginning of Argons reign 28 years before the 
Jad ſo let Diodores Sic. Hy what he will; he 
bers the birth of this Hercule 85 years he- 
fore the Trojan war; fee his Canon p. 4 and 
45. Al die would have Alten to have 
deen born ſome | ſhort time after the g 
nautical expedition, forgetting that which he 


ys of Alcæus in the margin, that he is call'd 


C leolaus by Diodorus Sic. and that Cleolaus 
Wa born in the time of Hercules's ſervitude 


Ju, to Omphale, which was long after the 


G 2 EXPE 
rm — f 2 - 14 
* p_ La 
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expedition of the Argonauts ; ſee Diodor. Sic. 
J. 4. Add hereto that the Doctor makes Her: 


tules to have been about 58 years of age when 


VUrgon begun his reign, whereas in Euſeb. C hrun. 


Hercules is ſaid to have livd only 52 years 


in all, and that there wete ſome who did not 


* 


allow him ſo many. Laſtly, the Doctor will 


have the enpedition of the Argonaute to have 
been long before that Euryſtheus firſt reign deſee 
Part 2 L.. c. 8.) whereas Diodoras Sit. l. 4. 


* 
< 


been long after Earyſtheuss ſuſt being King, 


ie, after that Hercules had perform d the & | 


task or labour that he enjoyn d bim. In theſe 


difficultles the Doctor hathi intangled himſelf } 
by: holding that the Hercules in Herodotus | 


” 
© 


muſt'be Hereales the Jon of Amphitruo, where. 


as we may ſuppoſe him to be another ( for 


Diodorus Sic. I. 3. ſays that there were three 
Hercules s, and Cicero de nat. Deor. 1, 3. writes 
that there were Six) and that the Heraclide | 
that were Kings of Lydia deſcended from that 
other Hercules; but the Heraclidæ that ma- 
ny years after ſetled in Peloponneſus were the 


poſterity of this Hercules: who was the Son 


N 15 3 and 158. makes that expedition to have 1 


* 1 p * 
0 by 
* : 4 4 
E 5 5 1 n a a | 4 


* 


x 
ö 


i; 
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of Egyptus, and how: many years in- 


wy ©”D ' Rn FS WT, WP 


| than, 1 Maccab. 9. 


{have interven d from the beginning 
Iteign of Serhofes to the reigu o S. ac, 1 Wake 
6 | or only 


[451 years were berween them,, In this he 
Jrelyes upon the authority of Africans, whole 


Ihre Euſebiuss, whom (as he tells us) th 


D OE a i dn ll Sa gt 


Ibs he gives four years more to Serhofis then | 
TEvſebius doth!” Bur a brief anſwer to this. 4 


_ - I; 


Doctor pretends that he differs only two years 
om him, but take Africanus as he is repre- 


terven d between bim and Seſac, 
I Kings 11. alſo. whether. he was the 


* 


"THE Doctor Part 2. J. 1. g. 20. ſays that 
the Arch-Biſhop makes 506 years to 


interyen'd'! from the beginning of the 


11. 40; but accbfding to the 


Numbers (generally ſpeaking} he. prefers be. 


Arch-Biſhop follows, ſaving that with Foſe+ 


vil ſuffice. For as the Doctor only ſays that 
generally ſpeaking Africanus is to be prefer d 
(which implies that he is not always) fo he 
linſdlF- in chis very account doth nat follow. 
Africanus, but fays expreſsly that Africanus 
my be rectifi d as well as Euſebirs, The 


£ 


ated by Syncellus, without Goars alterations, 
pe G 3 and 


=_ 1 
and he differs above 20 years from him, ' Beſides 
the Arch- Biſhop is miſrepreſented” by the Do- 
for, for the Böctor ſays that according to the 
Arch-Biſh iſhop, that interval of time from the fift 
of Sethoſss to the firſt year of Seſac was 506 + 
cars, whereas the Arch-Biſhop makes it to 
pag been $1 3, years; for according to him 

Set is reign An. Per. Jul. 3 
2 32 N the Deas: would EYE vs) 
and Seſac begun his An. Per. Jul. 3736. 
In the very ſame Chapter the , 
27 allow that Agyptas was the fame wi 
 Sethoſis, as the Arch-Biſhop: An. Per. Jul. 
3232. w will have him to Have been; but, Se- 
Un was the San of , it the: Dor | 
r be in the right. Cer the Doctor cn. 
Mech that herein he differs from poet os | 
thers as well 2s from the Arch-Biſhop, and | 
I am. apt to think that in making Serhofs tha | 
of £g3ptas he is fingular; neither EAN 
45 not Hacellus hath any cover for this dich, | 
5 the Poctors own, expreſſion, | 


Ya! r won ts. Eugſebius and Syn- 
a well as the Ar Mace for they lay 
that Armais was the 12 with Danags, and 


he {ame with .Egyprus 3. but, gi the 
SOULOT LU ofes Dauaus and Ligyprus to have 
755 other, Perſops, 1225 of . famil 4 
- auer 0 PR a 9. 4 1. 3 

wo ſays. W. «kg was. ralld- Tt, | 


0 3) 
ind his brother mai. Dimpus 4 175 | 
diſtingaiſherh Armais tlie brothet Nad 
from 4 former Arman that reigo d long be- 
fore imm. 
| The Doctor Part 24. 2.655. c. T. fiys 
that whereas Foſephns Aur, \ T3. J. Writes, 
that Jonathan received tlie Stole four years 
| #terthedegthof Fudax, Biſhop Ul oy round 
h cenſures this as an ofcitancy in Thus 
I the Doctor. But F willf he had produc d the 
words in which the Arch. Biftop rommdly cen 
| fares it as an ofcitancy. Tis true 4. A. 3852, 


e ealls it an erronr, but withalf as he tells 


us what led oſephas intd that &rour, fo; de 
makes him ſo ingenuous as afterwards (viz. 
Arr. l. 20. f. 8.) to rettact thar- which: in. 


* biny mate it, l 25 


5 


pd 
LE Y 
n * 


CHAP. Nil. 


1 of the duration of 1 Aſfprias 14055 , 
beth and 0 ox Bb e alfa of * 
eeeſciane - -- 


| "I Har by which che.Atch-Bithop bach dg 
| Tr . . 05 325 


he {his Ne, che Median 


raodatas, ſpeaks of no Kings of the Medes be. 


(885 
hug ee Ba = , ; ww 8 , 
Port 2, l. J. c, 18. declaims moſt earneſtly. | 
againſt the Arch-Biſhop, calling it the model- 
ling a new Ghropology, and asking what Sca- 
liger, Euſebius and Africanus would have ſaid, 
E they bad heard of this adventure, how ( fays 
he) would they have ſtood. amaz'd ? In this 
| hear. he runs on till he is out of bteath, and 
not. content with this he 8 5 in /. Vaſſius 
inveighing againſt the Arch - Biſhop in like man- 
ner. At laſt he begihs to think it neceſſary 
to give ſome ſatisfactory anſwer. ro Herodo-, 
tas, on whom the-Arch- Biſhop relies; and in 
oder to this he prays us to review that 
Which he had written in the Chapter of the 
Meges ( i.e. the 11 Chapter) foregoing, He. 


fore De ioces, and ſays that after their revolt 

from the Aſſprians the Medes were aymwoyua 
governed by their own Laws. Accordingly 
the Arch-Biſhop after Arbaces, who deliver'd 

the Medes from the Aſſyrian yoke, ſo that 
they were now free to live by ther own |] 
Laws, mentions no Kings of the Medes be. 
fpre Deioces; fee the Arch-Biſbop 4. M. 3257 
and 3294. What ſays the Doctor Chapt. 15. 
to this? He ſays that becauſe Herodotus ſpeaks 


e before Neioces, we muſt not ar- 
| 


Py nor by: the arrows of which, Zerodo- + | 
Es ond . 


- (89) 


| all; for (Gays he) this is diſproved + by the 


authority of C tes ap. Diodor. Sic., who: 
mentions both the names of ſeveral Kings, 
and the years of their reign. And ſo Chapt. 
18. it is noted as one of the — 


miſtakes, that by Herodot uss 'aumrouta he 
underſtands a perfect Anarchy. But what if 


the Doctor himſelf prove to be miſtaken in 
thinking that the Arch- Biſhop intended to 


conclude that there were no Kings only from 
| the word xuTivorg! 5 Or Herodot uss not men- 


tioning any? Herodotus writes: that Rapines' 


and other lawleſs pranks growing more and 


more rife among them, ſome advis d that they 


ſhould ſet over themſelves a King, that they 


might be govern d by good Laws, &. So. 
they were perſuaded to 
preſently enter d into, conſultation about the 


perſon whom they ſhould chuſe. Thus Ze. 


rodotus l. 1. c. 97,98. From hence I think 
we may ſafely conclude, that according to He- 


rodotus they had no Kings at that time, Ts 


| manifeſt that not only Vaſtus Caſtig at. ade, 100 


rodot us thus, that they were without Kings. 


| And as to C teſias, probably the / Arch - Biſnop 


ſaw no reaſon why his authority ſhould: be 
preſer d to that of Herodot us. This ſor the 


Aedian ſucceſſion; only I muſt add, that the 


|] Decor makes the Arch-Biſhop- to: ſhoit: 


by 167 yens, whereas che Arch Bj 


._.. 
the duration of it but x30 years ſhorter then 
the Doctor himſelf doth z r from Arbaces's 
the Medes from che Aﬀorien yoke to 
the end of Afyages's reign- the: Arch-Bilbep - 
_ 187 years; and the Doctor retkons 
1 317. N | 
We now proceed to the 40 yrian Mon- 
chy, to the duration of which (from the be- 
ing of the reign of Minas to the death 


gian 
by Sardinapatus ) the Arch-Biſhop- allots on- 


520 years, grounding himſelf ( fays' the 
') upon Herodot as. And it is 'very | 
tue, that the Arch-Biſhap alledges Hero 
ths L 1,4, 95. for this, who in expreſs words 
fich (as the Doctor tranſlates him ) that the 
Afſyrians holding the way of the upper 4 
ſis ſome 529 years, the Medes were the fit 
oe Mg 
the Arch- Bi 0 Appian in Pres | 
.fat., who fays that the — ee Em- 
pircs of the Mrians, Neues and Herens 
altogether did ſcarce makeup the ſamm of 
900 years. And what fays the Doctor to 
this: He makes a ſhore anſwer ſerve, laying - | 
chat there is no weight at all in jir as to che 
ap tj it e _ ken . 
th to give a ſatisfagory anſwer to 
Herodotus; in order to which he firlt fees down, |. 
the words of FRrodotus at large both in Greet 
and Engliſh, then he craves leave to note ſome | 
miſtakes, and at laſt he wil bring the buſineſs | 


do account, 1 As 


4 [ 
IP 
3 
* 
_ 


1 
5 
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vue was/ a perfect Anarchy. To the lar- 


_ ia only, As to the other miſtake "imputed 


(519 
As to the miſtakes, the Aren - Bi 


* concern d in two of them: t. 
and the 2 2 firſt is, che Arch- BRA“ 
ee t e Miriam Monarchy derte e 

at the time of the Meal eden. The. | 
-thid i is, that he ſuppoſes that Mradotus's au- 


d is on. 


foſt 


cer of which it Cock been anfwer'd already, 
chat the Arch-Biſhop is not concern'd whe- 
ther ©UFOH2/4 1k neceſſarily: denotes an Afiars 
chy or no, for there are other paſſages iu # 
en. ewanſcrib'd by me a lietle above) 
ch the Arch-Bithop mighe gather thier 
the Medes had no King at that time, and it 
is the Doctors miſtake to think chat the Arch- 
| Biſhop concluded it from the word auroyo- 


to the Arct>Bifſhop,, vir the ſuppoſing that 
the 4ſhrian Monarchy did exyite at the time 
of the wings defection, I grant chat the Arche = 
"Biſhop: dorh ſuppoſe this; hut deny that t n 
a mildake, for: when, ſo huge a Province 2 
2 — ſom. ay ory Aſſyrian 
not c e Monarchy o upper Asia as before 
eſpecially when Bee, 1 5 alſo obtain d ede 
| he of Babylon, But they had f a 


e Empire or Government, as the Arch, 
" Ninus 


p relis us, * to have 
eee. in it. And yet ehe 
Doctor will prove that the ona} was 
nagt 8 a5 hg a A 


0 - 


C397 - : 
ſaid that it was; whereas the Arch-Biſhop 
ſays plainly that the Government was not ex? 
tinct, tho: the Monarchy was. : 

And now the Doctor will bring che buſi⸗ 
neſs to account. He ſays that Herodotuss & 
Toyofkia begun about An. Per. Ful. 3000; 
and continued 1000 yeats; and yet when he 
deſcends to particulars he accounts but 800 
years from the: beginning of the avTorouin to 
the confederacy of Arlaces and Beleſis, and 
180 years after it, which two numbers do not 

make up 1000. But to paſs by this, the 
Doctors meaning is that A the Arch- 

Biſhop conceiv'd: that the defection of tile 
Medes and the beginning of Herodotus s ane 
Torojzic was in the time of Arbucet, he ſhould 


bave ſet it 800 years ſooner about Au. Per. 


Jul. zooo, and fo the begirining of the 4h 
rian Monarchy 320 years e 2 ; 
about An. Per. Ful. 2480. Now*there will 
not need any long anſwver to this, ſince 1. The 
Doctor doth nat alledge any Author that gives 
the leaſt intimation of any defection of the - 
Medes 800 years before Arbacrs. 2. No mal 


that reads Herodlorus can think that. he even 


as: much as dream'd that the Medes continu d 

ab the ſpace of 1000 yeats. 3. Theſe 
accounts: do not agree with the Doctors own 
r of the ſucceſſion of the 4ſhrian 
Monarchs, which he gives us in the beginning 
and end of this Chapter. From the begin- 
8 e ning 


* 


2 
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ning of * euTovopruce An, Per. Jul. 3000, or 


thefeabouts to the confederacy of | Arbates and 


Beleſis, he accounts a ſpace of 800 - years, 
but according to his Catalogues there were 


above 830 years between them. He makes 


the 4ſſyrian Monarchy- to 2 begun 520 
years before the beginning o of the WvToropin; 
which was about An. Per. ul. 3000, ſo that 
ve muſt ſer the beginning of the 4ſſprian Mo- 
narchy about An. Per. Jul. 2480-2 now the 
Founders of the Aſhyrian Monarchy. he makes 
to have been either Belus or Ninus, and bids 
us reckon from either of them, but accor- 
: 5 to the former Catalogue Belas begun his 
reign An. Per. Jul. 2378, Minus An. Per. 
Jl. 2433, according to the later Beluss 
reign begun An. Per. Jul. 2353 and Miu 


A. Fer. Jul. 2408; now how will — 55 


theſe accounts agree with the making | 
rian Monarchy to begin about — — 24 | 
2480? Laſtly, in this account the duration of 
the 4ſhrian ſonarchy i is made to have been bur 
520 years and 800 years or three or four 

more, in all about 1320 yeats; but in the 


Þ former Catalogue the duration of it from Be. 


Aus to the death of Sardanapalus is 1460 years, 
in the later 1484 years; and from Ninas to 
the death of Sardenapalus; according to both 
Catalogues, above 1400 years. Ie ſeems then 
e not brought the buſi- 
nels 


to an exact account, Add that accor- 
ding 


(94) 


ding to che Doctor the Medes were evra 

. time of *, Whereas Digs 
= Sic. & 2, plainly teſtifies that they were 
then erg che. A a 


Therekere _ ſecond thonghtsin this ve⸗ 
ry. Chapter 5. 13. the Doctor could be cons 
tent to wave this anſwer, and pitch uptn 2. 
nother, fet which he is beholden to his friend 
Vun, viz» that Heroaarus hath been tam- 
per d with, and that he wrote 1500, aot 303 
2s our copies have it. And Leonſeſs that this 
is 2 very eaſie way of anſwering. If we may 
at e,. without the > warrant of any - 
ther copy, change: 520 into 1500, andi 
ations into 50, and 30 vr 35 into 30 
(all which the Doctor doth ia e 
we need not any objection from a 
thotity of a Writer I think 
that the Doctor had done tuch — it he 
had wav d both theſe unſwers, and either 
turn d off AHrrodotas as he duth Aghinn, or 
reſted in that which he fays-before that -. 
| IEP, was Jnr e, 1 not to er 
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of the duration of the Aſſyrian Mos 
© narchy” againſt D II. Voſsius. 
's S. Volſrus iz Difſert. de at ate Mundi r. 5. 


I. that all thofe that follow the Mu» 


forites Bible do make Nin and Semiramis 
to have reignid in the 5 & year after the Bloud, 

Hora in Deſſert. de ature Mandi. e, 3. ob- 
jects againſt this, that Uſher refers their reign 
to A. MH. 2737, fo that they werealmoſt 11 
ages after the Floud. Herenpon Vuſus in 


_ Caſtioat, ad c. 8. inveighs againſt the Arch» 


| 


Biſhop gor cutting off at leaſt 8 ages fromthe 


time that was trom Nins to Fa 1 pala _- 


(making the whole time between them to 
have been onhy 496 years) and for omitting 
all the Ah Kings from Mira to Sr. 
danapalus, and this without reaſon or aurhos 

ity, To Herodotus, whom the Arch. Biſhop 


alledgeth, and who ſaich char firſt the Modes 


begun to revolt from the Aſſyrians when they 


120 years, Fu Caſtigat. 4d c. o. aulwerss 
5 


that he is to be dd thus, 2. Uk 
when the Empite of the Hſſhriavs had n- 
tim'd 520 years, the Medes be gun to revole 
from chem by lictie and little, and to r 


, 9 | 
7 Ka 


a Nation /ui jars, yet without Kings; and 
that Dejoces was the firſt that invaded the 
Tyranny. Alſo to Herodotus he oppoſes Cre- 
ſias, who begins the Kingdom of the Medes 
not with Dezoces but Arbaces, whom he makes 
to have poſſeſs d the city Ninu and part of 
Aſſyria, whereas Herodorus "writes that Cy- 
arares did this a long time after, Thus Yof. 
fins, Hornius in his Defenſio c. 31. asks Y 
ſis where he had his Paulatim, that the 
Medes did revolt by little and little. Then 
he alledges Dionyſiu Harlicarn. I. 2, who re. 
fers the Empite of the Aſſprians:to the fabu. 
laus times, and ſays that the Aſſyrians poſe | 
ſels'd a ſmall part of Aſia, therefore ( lays 
Hornius) it is falſe which others write of th 
yalt-dominion of Minus, Semiramis and their 
ſucceſſors. Alſo he alledges Strabo l. 1:1; 
who ſays that the Antiquities of the Perſians, | 
the Medes and the Syrians do not obtain much 
credit, becauſe of the fabulouſneſs of the Wri- 
ters of them. Yoſſias in Caſtigat, Auctaris 
4 Effug. 31. tells Horniws, that if he had: 
confidered the place in Herodotas, he would. 
not have ask'd: where he had his Paulatim. 
Alſo he makes Hornius to argue from Dio- 
wyſias Hal. thus, If that Kingdom was in 2 
badous age, then it was fabulous. Now 
(lays Vaſſius) this is as if any one ſhould! } 
Gy, The Greeks calld all the time before the 
Olympiads fabulous, therefore the things that. |} 
HI | . are | 


(97) 
are written of . Moſes and Sampſan are fables. 
| He obſerves alſo that Diodorus Sic. relaring 
the opinion of Herodotus ſets down 50 yea 
' {| (not 520) and adds that he approves of 
| $'Fohn Marſbam 's can jecture that in Herodotus 
Ive are to read 1500 feats inſtead of 5 20, 
25 he will have us to read in Dzodor: Sic; 1300 
inſtead of 500, othetwiſe ( ſays he) Diodi 
Sic. would not have paſs'd over that place 
in Herodotus without a reprehenfion. Hormnus 
in Defenſionis Auctario Def. 3 1. only temarks 
I how prudent Vaſſius was in taking no notice 
of the place in Srrabo, and how liberal in add: 
I ing 1000 years to the Annals of Herodorme 
and Diodorws Sic, as well as bold in cors 
I | reing two Authors at once, I ſhall not 
I take upon me to determine whether Yoſius 
I or Hurnius have the better in this ſcuffle 3j 0n+ 
| ly T obſerve 1. That Yofiss not only takes n 
notice of the place in Strabo, but alſo he takes 
' '} no notice of Horniuss argument from Dian: 
Hal. vlc. this, Dionyßas Hal. ſays, that the A5. 
rians had the dominiom of 4 certain finall bs 

- | of Ala, and this (as Hornias thotight Y d 
4 — very well agree 7 _ others re- 
I kte conc > the vaſt dominion of VH Se. 
miramis wars ir ſucceſſors. And {0 from Sr. 
: | bo's words we may well gather, that no great 
' | credit'is to be given to che long ſeries or ſuc- 
| ceffion" of Aſhrian Kings which ſomie give us. 


— 


4 For by Syrians, Stralo meant Aria; fo 
BE a H Hero 


(98). 


Heroddtus I. 7. c. 63, tells us that they are 
by the Greeks call d Syrians, whom the Bar. 
llariaus call'd Aſſyrians ; and ſo Cicero Tuſe ul. 
gu. J. 5. calls Sardanapalus King of Hria, 
whom. De finib. bon. & mal. I. 2. he calls 
King of Aria; and ſo uſtiu J. 1. c. 2. 
Aſſyrii gui potea Syri dicti ſunt. 2. That Har- 
vu, doth not argue in ſuch manner as Fo- 
ſus would perſuade us, vu. The Aſſyriap Em- 
pire was in a fabulous age, therefore it was 
fabulous, but the argument ſhould have been 
form'd thus, Dionyſius Hal. refers the time of 
the Ain Monarchy, or part of it, to the 
ape which is accounted fabulaus, tis probable 
therefore that many things which Heathen 
Writers ſay of the Aſhrian Kings, their num. 
ber, names, &c- are fabulous. 80 that it is 
an odigus compatiſon whieh Vaſſius makes, 
when he ſpeaks of Maſes and Sampſon; as ii 
/ becauſe we are not oblig d to believe every. 
thing that is deliver d in profane Hiſtory, the 
like may be infer d concerning the Sacred Re- 
reaſon ig ask Vaſius where he had his Fas- 
latim; for Hrodatus only ſays t hat the Mees 
begön to revolt by-Little and Jitcle (as . 
e e roms this, There is _ 1 
they revoked tagether; ſor it follows in 


Hero: 


(99) 
| Herodotus; that they gave the Apriunrbat- 
tel and worſted them, which they could not 
have done, if they had not all Joyn' 5 their force 
together. 4. When Voſſius in Caſtig at. 4 
Faris ad Effug. 31. ſays that the Arch-Bilbop 
telies ſolely on Herodotus, Iam — to 
ion whether /offus conſulted the Arch- 
iſhop, thô he pretends to confute him; for 
it is apparent that the Arch-Biſhop Hi . 
2737. alledges Appian as well a Herodotus. 
5. But that which is moſt. ſtrange is ſtill be- 
bind, that any man ſhould have the conſi- 
dence to make ſuch an alteration in the Text 
of both Herodot us and Diodorus Sir. as Voſ- 
uus doth. He is diſpleaſed with che 
| Biſhop for ſhortning the 4ſſhriaw Lbs 
without any Authority (tor ſo he pretends) 
that he then ſhould take upon him in ſuchi 
ſort to correct two 3 at once withour 
the Authority of any Copy gy wn — an | 
y: what 
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or Printed, = wit ue an * — 
- ſoever, is the ſtrangeſt t hin — 
tainly this that the 1000 years which: vate 
adds are not found in Diadir. Sir. tiere hr 
tranſcribes Herodotut, i a ſtronger E 
that they were not in the copies 'of 

which he had, and — the ancient co- 
pies, then any that can be en _— F 
tho contrary, 
it will be faid perkiags, that it was. tot. 
without either reaſon or authority that Yoſ- 


— 


5 IIa. 


4 


A 


(ioo) 

fins made this Emendation, As to Autho- 
rity, S John Marſbam in his Diatribap. 35. 
had declar d his opinion, that in ZHerodotss we 
are to read 1500 inſtead of 520. And then 
for reaſons 1. It is plain that there is an er- 
rour in the copies either of Heradatus or Dio- 
dor. Sic, ſor when the one hath 5 20 years, 
the other hath only 500. 2. If Diodor. Sic. 
had found 520 in Herodotus, he would not 
have paſs'd it over without a reprehenſion: 
thus Yoſſius in Caſtigat. Auctar. ad Effag. 31. 

But his principal argument is in his Anſwer, 
to Chriſtianus Schot anus, and it is this; If 
vs read 1500 in Herodotus, then he will a- 
gree not with Cteſ only, but alſo with 
Dinan, Pohbius, Thallus, Alexander Poly. 


bites ce, Bed de, He, un 
innumerable other e. 
Toall this I return anſwer, 1. & ohn Mar- 
ham did long ſince in his Chronicus Canas 


edis, in erpreis words retract that which | 
he had ritten in his Diatriba concerning the 
ſubſtituting of 1500 inſtead of 320, tor (ſays 


* 


he) it doth not agree with the mind of He- 


rodatus, 2. As tothe firſt reaſon, Suppoſe 


that there is an errour either in Herodotus or 
Diador. Sic., it doth not follow that there is 
an errour in both, as Vaſſius will have it. 
And if a careleſs Amanuenſis left out 20 yeats 


in tranſcribing” Diadar. Sc., we cannot con- 


clude thence that ſeveral Amanuenſes — 
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l ſtituted 1500 


mention d by ius as he prerends.  Creſas 
. Diaolor. Sic. J. 2. will 3 the duta 
of the Aſhrien Monarchy to haye been 1360 
years. Caftor. ap. Syntell. p. 158. allots to it 
An. 1280, Thal ap. Theophilum ad Aigol, 
I. 3, & Lattantiom I. 1. c. 23. affirms. 
to have been 322 years before the 7 
| war. Agar bia de Inper & reb. geſt. 
 niani l. 2. ſeems, to ſdy that Alexander Poly- 
hiftor writ, that from the beginning of N. 
zus reign that Empire continu 
The fame Agathias makes Diodor. Sic. to a- 


Cie) 


be ſo wreechedy careleſs as toleave out 1009 | 


years,” both in Herodotus and Diodor- Sie. 1 
add chat perhaps there is no 3 at all, 
but Diodor. Sic, thought it enough” to ſer. 
down the round number 30 years.” To the 


: ſecond reaſon from Dior, Sic: his not te - 


rehending Herodotus, Pariſwer, chat it was his 
eſs Only to report what Her | 


Creſtas' had” writ, not to repretiend” either of 
them. Ia anſwer co his  rhitd and 'pridicips 


reaſon I only fay, that when We haye” f 
i} Herdubtus, 


52 
he will oe agree ſo well with the Authors 


d 1306 years. 


Sree with Oteſia, the in our copies of Diad. 


Sic. he diſſers from him, fayi that! it con | 

tinu d more then 1400 years. 04245 accor- 
Ling to Helvicus and Ricciolias allows 1484 
years to the duration of it, bur according ta 
9 * * No ſuppoſe that we 
4 


qughe 


Cs) 


ought to ſubſtitute 25 oo inſtead of 320, bow 


would Herodotus {till agree with theſe Au- 


khors, ho do not agree among, themſelves, 
and 28 0 nor ( — of — come up to 
1500. 8 — to Dinon and. Folge. 1 
r is,char they ſpeak of the 
IAG ap ogy po erney 
wh * o not now H b 
= e ude then, that there is neither 
Nasen ner ee to warraut ſugh an al- 
teration in Herodatus and Diadarus. 

Y ſt not forget to 


take notice, chat Fo 


oſes Cteſias to Herodot us, and Jet at 


th lame time, wry 6 deſtroys Crifiar 8 au- 
thority, in that which writes concerning t 
Aſprias Monarchy, for ( ſays Vaſſias Caftigat« 


in c. 19.) tho much is attributed to his 
authoricy in the Perſian affairs, yet he is 4. 


oft. lying Writer in Jars things. Beſides, 
the. inſtances which VYoſſius gives of Cteſhas's 


difſenci m Herodotus do concern. __ King- 
dom of 1 not the Aſprias w__ % 


which we 

.Lihall or that M* Jobs Gregor 
formes us of a «dg. th ical: Abt in MS, 
which makes Thai (Who was al call'd-4- 
Yes.) to have ſucceeded; Minus, anch after that 


Thourjas he placeth Lanes, and then Serum- 


21 This Thautia or Ares ( the faid 

Gregary- acquants us) 15. 

| fame with him whom OO calls 1 
ee 


to he tha 


| 


: (163) * 
See Suiday in voce veg, for it is evident 
that Suider's . Thouras and Thaur tas in 5 
MS" are 27 fame, 


mw th. th. 


. RV. 


Of the ſtudy "f Aſtronomy, whether it be 

i a4 axtient s Nimrod, and of the (e- 

leſtial Obſervations ſent into Greece by 
e s procurement. ; 


Our Caſtigat. ad gi 10. ſays that it 

is e urd to think that +] know- 

Jed e of the Stars is as ancient as Nimrod. For 
Lechs he) Te#4h and Abraham were the firlt 
that were skill'd in that ſcience. Of Ara 
ham, Beroſus teſtifies that he was expert in 
12 and Eupolenics that he was, the 42 by of 


ny clearly concerning both. The 
A. M. 1771. gathers fron B27 
plictum J. 2, de cælo, Wn this 
e rp 412 O21 fi 
Alec under en 

- ftom' thence into Greece Affronomnicg! cd 
vations of 1903 years. Now (ſays 
Biſhop ) from the time of Varus | 
was 115 years after the Floud) to 8 


H4 taking 


, 


Cie) 
og Bales, were 1903 years, and ſo the 
vlan, began to. make their Aſtronomical 

obſervations in in the time of Nimrod. To 
his what ſays Voſſius * He denies that Nim- 
rod could begin to reign ſo ſoon as in the 115 
year after the Floud, He ſays that the be- 
ginin of thoſe 2903 years was almoſt 1000 
| ater then the Floud, in the 124 year , 
" Terah, Thus Yoſfius. Hornins in Defen- 
fiove, Diſſerta. Def. 24. anſwers, that Bero- 
ſus only faith that Abraham was $killd in 
the knowledge of the heavenly bodies, and 
char it doth not follow from thence that he 
was the Inventer of it, ſince he mighi learn 
his skill from the C haldeaiis, Eupolemus; in | 
deed; ſays, that he was the Inventer of it» 
but (favs Herniss) he brings no Authority: 
tor the copfirming his aſſertion. As to Ph. — 
I, Hornius ſays that he favour'd his cauſe 
and Nation. He adds that the 8 of 
Aſtronomy was before the Floud and was 
deliver'd y N to Chus and Nimrod, And 
in his Diſſertation, de tate Mundi c. 10. Hor- 
mints, to new that Nimrod might begin his 
_ Feign . 113. aſter the Floud, ſuppoſes that 
Chis was born i in the firſt or ſecond year alter it, 
and that at the. ag age of 35 he might beger 
impod,” Voſſius, in C. [get Autor, E 
4. re ies, That ©; 415 an could not 2 
ſtronomy of® the Calis ans, for there were 
e at that time. And he tells Hor, 


WE a nius 


(is) 
jus, that he is very abſurd in making Ham, 
| Chas and Nimrod to have been Aſtronomers, 


aſcribes the invention of Aſtronomy to Enach, 
as alſo, of Foſephus, ſaying that Aſtronomy 
and Geometry were invented before the Flond. 
And he tells. Voßius, that Kircher had provid: 
that Ham; Chua and Nimrod were skill'd in 
Aſtronomy by as good Teſtimonies, as he 
had produc d to prove that Alrabam as the 
luventer of it. Thus far Vaſſius and - Hors 


Nigg. 


I ſhall only obſerve. a ſew particulars, as, 
1. Vaſſius ſays that it could not be chat Vin 
roa ſhould begin his reign Az, 115, after the 
Flou , but offers no ccaſon why it could not 
be; nor yet doth he give any anſwer to that 
which Hornius had ſaid to make out the poſ- 
ſibility, of it. 2. When Vaſſius ſays that A. 
braham could not learn Aſtronomy of the Chak? 
Jeans, for there were no Cha/deans in his time, 
he meerly trifles; for Hornius in e 
7 


— 


Cie 


de ætate Mundi c. 10. had plainly declar d, 
that by Chatdeitns he meant Babyloniers, and 
would not contend about Names. 3. Whett 
Voſſias ſays that the beginning of the 190 
years was almoſt roco years aftet cke Rloud, 
inthe 224 year of Terab; he inficieeces chat | 
the 124 of Terah was alſo almoſt Too 
after — * Now: 9 — 7 no wiſt's 
agree is Chrondtovia ſacra according 
>. rok; dint wes of the 1903 years, : 
nor the 124 year of Tera can be faid to 
have been almoſt 1000 after the Flond, for 
— of them were above 1000 years after 
The 124 of Terab in that Chronology 
e e Have, ber VP years ther . 
Flow, and the beginning of the 1903 yeus | 
0 counting bickward: fro ' Alexapders taking 
2 7 muſt be according to that Chrono- 
logy about 1259 years later then the Flond. 
80 that thô Vir diſputing againſt the Arch. 
Biſhop, will have the beginning of the 1903 
years to have! been in the 124 year of Te- 
rah, yer in His Chronology he makes the be. 
ginning' '61- thoſe years about x: 4 yeats ks. 
then that year of 'Terah, © 
But char which is moſt neceſſary is to en- 
amine the Authorities produc'd by Vuſius a2. 
gainſt ehe Arch- Biſhop⸗ which I ſhall do briel- 
. The firſt is Beroſas, who fays, that in, 
the roh generation after the Floud, there was 
among the 0 haldeans à juſt and great 1 : 
that 


„ oß 2 Father that war i'd in Aftonot 
chat Phils teſtifies of Tura thr ahams 
| Farber, that Ae was skill'd in that Science; 


|| Notlirare, who 


of Ala (48 Voſias prerends) do not 
find: yer Vofius 
ces in which he dock, 


* 9 . K 
1 


5 — grant, chac ſonie of the Fathirs' 


#n Ia. 13. who, zſcribes the inve n of t 
4 ſcience to the e 9 and S. reg: Wars. 
„ann Ora, 3. who zttribntes it to the 
benin, Bur now: what do alt theſe Te 
I monies make to Vaſfus' g purpoſe, 
P ani than Tera and Abrahant were the firſt 


Ex (167) 


| that was expert in the knowledge of the hea- 
venly bodies; thus r alledges him Ant. 


1. 6. 8. believing at the juſt and g reat 
nan, of whom Bente ks, was abe, 
Another of Vous witneſſes is Phils "te 
ſays, thar che Father o 
the ems was a Chaldear by Narion, bort 


9 * 
2 


dut chats ye doth [there wienelſs the fame 


have cited other pla- 
Kt L. de | wnribas and 
Ao, 


tit Aftronomy. 


elve,and many et Fathers, 


in as witneſſes, Voſſius ſays that — Egyp- 
tians confeſs, that they learnꝰd Lagers of 
the Chaldeans ; hut as. to the 


5 he tells 

us not either/whar Fathets "vetific any 

thing, or where they ſhould do it. _ Yer 8 
y 


as ſome of. his witneſſes do, as S. B | 


—— 


Inven- 


ſcience; but gone of them ſay that Teras 


r ˙ , §—— . “,,,, 


(508) 


lavences of Aſtronomy, or the firſt that ſtu 
died and taught it? Some ſay that Abraham 
had the knowledge. of Aſtronomy, and one 
adds that + 45 7 ptians learn d it of him; us 
another ſai at Terab was skill'd in this 


and Abrabam were the firſt Inventers of it. 
Indeed Enpolenins ap. Eaſeb. de Praparat. I. g. 
6, 17 very plainly teſtifies that Abraham in- 
vented Aſtronomy, and inſtructed the Phani- 
cians and Egyptians in that Science, but às he is 
but a ſingle witneſs, ſo. he withal affirms that 
Epoch was the firſt Inventer of it, and where- 
> the Greeks attribute the invention of it co 
e informs us that Ata was 
his concerning Euch is confirm'd 
= wage 8 of : Alexander Polybiftar a 
Wen d, and of 0 J. tat "ny 1 


— 


2 


1 © 


"A 85 Empire, ber it "hos 
gun, and bow long it e Al. | 


05 * Cogftantinus, 'Manaſſes, OY 
; Diſſertat, de atate Mintlt c. Fo 


days that che” Egyptian Dynaſties were 
n ges before Abrabum time. But F 


nins in bis — c. 8. tells him that this 
15 


- | tia Empire to have happened 1666 yes 


(109) 


is falſe. + For ' (ſays he) according to the 
Arch- Biſhops computation, the beginning of the 
Egyptian Empire was A. M. 18 16, and Abra- 
hams birth was 4. M. 2008, ſo that that Em- 
pire was not full two Ages motè ancient then 
|} Abrahams time. And yet within that ſpace 
of time there might be ſeveral Dynaſties. = 
ius Caſtigat, ad c. 11. replies, that the Arch- 
Biſhops computation relies wholly upon the 
Authority of Conſt ant inus Mayaſſes; and his 
Pat idiſimum Chronicon (as he calls it.) He 
adds that this Conſt antinus Manaſſes makes 
that Abimelech, which fell in love with Sarah 
Abrahams wife, to have been the firſt King 
of Egypt; how then (ſays he) can the Arch- 
I Biſhop prove from him that the Kingdom of 
Eyre begun almoſt two Ages before Abra- 
Ian Further, whereas that Conſtantine writes 
that the Egyptian Empire continu d 1663 years, 
'the: Arch-Biſhop errs in referring the end of 
that Empire to the reign of Camby/es, for E. 
| | egyptian Kings did reign after 'Cambyſes/to the 
ume of Alexander the great. Now let the 
time from Abrabam to Alexander becomputed, 
uud the number of the years, ling to the 
ſcomputation of the Greets, will be found to 
7 | agree with that which Comffastine mentions. 
Eꝛrſabius makes the deſtruction of the e- 


Araber. Horwier 2. Defenſi: Ze. 16 
s Joyns, that the Auok-Biſhops * 


659 


doch not rely ſolely upon the Authority of 
that Conſtantine; but alſo upon this, that Aſic. 
raim lead Colonies into Zgypr about the tims, 
when according to the arck- Bithops calcula- 
tion, the EgySras Empire did begin. He ask 
why Egypt is call d the land * Mizr aim, if 
the Ezyptien Empire was not founded by him, 
He tells Vofiiue that his Father did not judge 
Conſt antinus Mamaſſes to be a deſpicable Wri- 
ter, and that in Jau Doves his account hi- 
Chronica ate accuratiſima (not putidiffima.”) 
He adds that the end of the-Egyproas * 
pie is by the Arch - Biſhop righc| y refer'd 
Cantyſes, tor the the Egyptians. rebell'd 7 | 
Abe they were preſently ſubdu d together 
their Kings. And whereas FVoſſius ipeaks 
F the time of Aexander the great, he ſays 
that Ocbus recover d Egypt 13 years before 
that Alemander was King of Macedonia. V of: 
us in Ceſtigat. Auctar. ad Effug. 30. ays. 


that Eight. jvm. Kings reign ſucceſſire. 
es (as Diadaras 


— che time of C 
— athers yr ige) 2 Alexander was 
Seen yarers old when Ochus recover d Egynt, 
and chat Zwſobins 45. 1666 hath theſe words 

truer es um uu . Hari in 
as Ae Def 2 that when s 
Da of che time af Arixanider the Great, we | 

wound che time, his reign eign, or after * N 
me to be King: When he was 4 boy 


apes. of Seven Jung, the yas: not 48 
le xander 
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(ui) 
lexander the Great. Thus this matter was 
debated betwixt Voſſius and Hornius. 


I ſhall only cemark 1. That Hornius hath 
' rightly obſerv d, — Arch- Biſhop was in- 
duc d to refer the beginning of the Egyptian 
Empire to the time of Mizraim, not only 
the Authority of Conſtant. Manaſſes, but al- 
ſo by that (which Voſſius ſays that he never 
dent d) viz. that Mizr aim was the Founder 
of that Empire. 2. That I do not look up- 
on it as a neceffary conſequence, becauſe Eu. 
22 reckons 1668 years from Abraham to 
the end of the Egyptian Empire, and n 
 Manaſſes reckons 1663 yeaus from the 
ning of that Empire d dhe end ef it, 
therefore Canſtam. Manaſſes makes it to have 
begun in the time of Abrahew, and to have 
ended at the time when Euſebius ſays that it 
was deſtroy'd. 3. It i is manifeſt cht C Conſt ant, 
Manaſſes makes the Kingdom of the E — 5 
to have begun before © Abrahams kime 1 
fays that it begun When chere were re ci 2 
* generations after the Floud, and Ges 
r 
25 or he that Serug was 
8 In like mim Welk 1 
Aurabam and Balus were not many genes 
| tions after the h „ K 7ypl " 
N im ere 


| years, then (whether we fel 
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not ſufficiently admire that. Yoſius ſhould 
make Conſtant. Manaſſes to ſay, that the 4- 
brmelech who fell in love with Farah, was the 
uſt King of Egypr, whereas he only faith that 
he was King at the time of Abrahams ſojour-* 
ning there. It is true, that he hath theſe 
words Liep' Abies GD, neg nr: u- 
% Tv: but 1, it is 9 or 10 verſes be- 
fore his mentioning. Abimelech that : he hach 
theſe words, 2. His meaning in them is on- 
ly this, that a King was firſt in Egypt. That 
this is the ſenſe of the words is maniſeſt, for 
they are a repetition: of that which he had ſaid 
Plainly before, that the E ptiant were the firſt 
char were goyerned by, Kings, and paid el. 
bute, And. as ſome proof. of this, b. cells us 
that Alrabam found a King iu Egypt when 
be came thither, whereas the foundation of the = 
Kingdom of the A ri ans was firſt! laid in 4- 
' brahams time by Belus, ſo that there were 
Kings in Egypt before che 5 the 46— 
rian Empire. Vaſſius therefore did ſtrangely 
miſtake the meaning of Canſtant. Manaſſei. 
If according to Conſtant, Manaſſes the King. 
dom of the Egyptians begun ſome generations 
before Abraham, and continued only 166; 
| „ CE w Euſes #4380 
count, or Veſius s own. in his Chronolog: 
according to him the end of it was 


Enes 
ings 


a 


to ſtew that it fo lay hid in har Libs 
Jas that it was not read or tranſcrib'd by 


(uz) 
Kings after Camby/es reign'd, is computed to 
have been not much — 60 years, ſo that 
Haornius did not erre very much in fa ag, chat 
the Egyptians were preſently ſabdu with 
I their Kings, No 


- 


CHAP. XVII. 
07 the Verſion of the Septuagint. 


Offius in his Epiſtle Dedicatory to Singe. 
landius orefia'd to his Caliigaticns: of 
Hornias, ſays, that the Arch-Biſhop in his Trea- 
tiſe concerning the Verſion of the LX doth 
endeavour to ſhew, that the true Tranſlation 
of the LXX lay hid in the Alexandrian Lis 
braty, not read and tranſcrib'd by any per- 
I ſon; and at laſt periſl'd in the fire which 
I confum'd the Library it ſelf. Thus Vaſtus, 
Nou it is not doubted { a5 I ſuppoſe) but that 
the Original copy was laid up in the Alexa · 
| 4rian Library, and was conſum'd there _toge? 
I ther with the Library it ſelf: fo that the on- 
{ ly thing in Queſtion is, whether Vu doth 
affirm truly chat the Arch · Biſhop endeavours 


1 7 To which I ſay that the Areh-Biſh6p 
zs ſo fit from endeayouring to ſne y this, that 


(114) 
 eontratiwiſe he ſays plainly, that ſome Copies 
of that Tranſlation were extant in the hands 
of private perſons after that Philadelphus's 
Library was burnt, in the former Alexandrinn 
War; which could not be, if that Tranſla- 
tion had lain hid ſo as that it was not ſeen 
or -tranſcrib'd by. any. I ſhall produce the 
Arch-Biſhops own words Licet in privatorum 
 manibus (poſt incenſam priori bello Alexandri- 
no Philadelphi Bibliothecam) veteris illins LXX 
Seniorum Verſionis adhuc exempla extarent; 
fo the Arch-Biſhop De Edition? LXX Inteypre- 
tam c. 3. Again in the fame Chapter Evi- 
ne teme panlatim, que in privatorum tantum 
manibis habtbatur, Pentateuchi a 72 Seniori- 
bus facta iuteryret atione. Now if it ſo lay hid 
as that it was not copied out by any perſon, 
I'wonld gladly know how private hands came 
to have Copies of it: I acknowledge that 


pains of examining them: but What 
ein be mice for Fo. difingeniious 4 
know not- 4. 
2 Ag 


4 
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Caſy 
An APPENDIX. 


Hough Vaſſius and De Cary were diſpleaſ- 
ed with Arch- Biſhop Uſper, yet they 
both grant that he was a Learned man; and his 
Annals, in defence of which I have preſum' d 
to appear, and which I make bold to recom- 
mend to ſuch as ſhall apply themſelves to the 
Study of Sacred and Profane Hiſtory, do 
ſufficiently proclaim him to have been ſuch. 
I acknowledge that ſeveral things appertain- 
ing to Chronology are interſpers'd in thend, but 
he doth not dwell upon them, or trouble the 
world with tedious and eager diſputes about 
them: And if he go ſometimes out of the 
ordinary rode of 3 yet he doth 
not this out of any affe&arion of fingularity, 
nor doth he paſſionately eſpouſe his opinions, 
but modeſtly offers ſome conjectures to his 
Readers conſideration, briefly hinting the Rea- 
ſons or Authorities upon which he Funden. 
In anſwering D* Cary's objections againſt the 
Arch - Biſhops opinion concerning the Months 
and Year which was in uſe among the He 
brews Chayt. 2. I proiiſed more fully th Ca- 

mine what the Doctor faith of the word . 
Wal 


which protniſe I ſhall now Perform; and allo f 


ſhall annex a brief examination of hat which 


the Doctor faith Of rhe men of #ht Great $y- 
T 1 | 
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Of the ſignification of the words N and 


vic. 


Har which De Cary ſays of the word 
ve have in Part 1. I. 1. 6. 12. f. 12. 
und it is this. One and the ſame word ( fays 
he) ſtands to ſignifie Lana, Novilunium and 
Menſis. The word in the Hebrew is &N 
from 0 renovavit, to make new. Hoc 
nomine non modo menſis i. e. 30 dies communiter 
& univerſaliter, verum etiam dies duntaxat 
primus Menſis, ſeu Calendæ vocantur, quaſi no- 
vitatem ſeu renovationem dicas, Gr eci reounview 
dixerunt. So Pagnin, Buxtorf, Schindler, &c. 
and R. David in Leæit. quoted by Petavius de 
Do#. Temp. I. 3. c. 22. vocatur autem OW 
quod luna renovatur eo die, atque triceſſima dies 
eadem appellatione cenſetur, & primus dies ſo- 
lus etiam Y dicitur. So that whereſoever 
in Scripture, mention is made of ſuch or ſuch 
a day, for example the 14 WWD, it may as 
well be rendred the 14 of the Moon, as the 
14 of the Month, Thus far the Doctors 
own words. Now what ſhall we ſay to all 
this? 1. The Doctor affirms that BN fi 

nifies the Moon, and would have it Tranſla- 
ted ſo; and yet in his Quotations there. is 
not one word to prove that it hath this figs 
nification, and I believe that it he conſult 
all the Lexicons that are extant, he _ ay 

n 


cayy 
find one that ſaith that N doth fignifie 
the Moon in all the Old Teſtament, I grant 
that in one place of the Talmud Buxtorf makes 
it to have this ſignification, as alſo our moſt 
diligent Dr Capel cranſcribing it out of him; 
but I do not find the words alledg'd by'Bux- 
torf in the place that he directs us to, and 
perhaps it is not neceſſary to tranſlate thoſe 
words ſo as Buxtorf hath tranſlated them: 
however the word WW hath not this figni- 
fication any where in Sacred Writ, 2. It may 
alſo be queſtion'd whether it ſignifie the New 
Moon, tho moſt Expoſitors do give it this 
ſignification. I readily ſubſcribe to the two 
ſignifications which Mimchi mentions in his 
Radices and in his Comment. upon P/al, 81. 
3. viz. that it ſignifies ſometimes the firſt 
day of the Month, ſometimes the whole 
Month; but when he gives this as the rea- 
ſon why the firſt day of the Month is call'd 
M, hecauſe the Moon is renew'd in it, I 
cannot ſo eaſily aſſent to him, but ſhould ra- 
ther ſay becauſe the Month is renew d then. 
The Fems in K;mch/'s time and long before 
uſed Lunar Months, and ſo with them the 
Moon was renew d conſtantly on the firſt day 
of the Month, and this gave the Fewiſh Wri⸗ 
ters, and particularly Kzmchi occaſion to fats 
cy, that the firſt day of the Month is there- 
fore call'd VM, becauſe the Moon is renew d 
then; and this _ others to tranſlate a 
| 3 ene 


Env) - 


the New Moon, But there is no neceſſity 
of tranſlating it ſo, and I humbly conceive 
that it was much better, if in all the places 
where our Tranſlators have the New Moon, 
we inſtead thereof read The firſt day of the 
Month, or The beginning of the Month, or 
the New Month. The Syriac hath rendred 
it The” beginning of the Month in moſt of 
thoſe places, as the Arabich alſo doth in ſome 
of them, and the Targum in 1 Chron. 23. 31. 
2 Chron. 8. 13. 31. 3. and 1/a. 66. 23. Kim- 
chi alſo in his Radices directs us to render it 
The fuſt day of the Month 1 Sam. 20. 5,18, 
2 King, 4. 23. Ia. 66:23. Exel. 46.3. But 
the Doctor inſiſts upon the Authority of the 
LXX who tranſlate it »-wmiz, and he ſuppoſes 
that »vwmriz always fignifies the New Moon. 
But why may we not tranſlate. u or 
col euriæ (for the XX uſe both) The New 
Month? Why may they not be deriv'd from 
pry which fignifies a Month as well as from 
in the Moon? ' Saidas and Phavorines in- 
terpret-yupmria: by 5 1 umd apy, Fwlins 
Pollux by e due MHVOS, In the Lexi. 
con Graco: Lutinum vetus it is rendr d Initium 
. wwenſis, as well as nova luna. It more then 
once in Plutizrch occurs in this ſignification 
Ne# jo 8, uk, u PfαανEEů vu i eps 
e Enmugs on3Noyuperey Ne Put are. 
i Romalo, Em th wownvie' 43 we 
hence, Ty A u , Id. in Gala. —— 
$94 h G . ? w 
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Moon is not renew d. The ſame expreſſion 
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know that the Roman Calends or uuns in 
Plutarchs time were the beginning or fitſt dax 
of the Month, aud had no reſpect to the 
change or reno vation of the Moon. We may: 
alſo obſerve that exprefſion of Thucydides 


J. 2. repmice N mne which implies that 


there may be vινi,ẽỹ x7 c, When the 


: 


we meet with in Jeſephus Ant. I. g. 6.4, & 


| Epiphanius Hereſ. 30. num. 32, and the like 
in Philo de Septenario, | And in that place of 


Joſephus vewnvie is rendred menſis initium by 


Epiphanius Sc holaſticus. In the LX rewivies 


Numb. 10. 10, and 28. 12. anſwets to the 
words which we rightly tranſlate The Begi 
nings of the Months, Finally, they t 
pleale may fee what Scaliger ſays WN 
— in a paſſage tranſcrib'd from fim Chaps. 
If this interpretation of the words vH, 
— v eolunvlæ and be admitted then accors 
ding to both the Hebrem and the LNX there 
is not the word New Moon n alf the Gi 
Teſtament, nor according to the 'Greek: in the 
New Teſtament. And there ſeems to be Ve- 
ry good reaſon, why we ſhould admit it ang 
prefer it before the other, and believe that 
God one not _ vary the New Me 
and r would not it 
ma 7k yi Baer _—_ 
lemn day, and chat ria Sacrifices thouk 
be offered upon it, leaſt occaſiom ſhould by 


I 4 given 
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yen to, a le-prone to Idolatry to wor- 
fur the 5 prop 3 Nations did. There 
1s a remarkable paſſage i in Origen, Homil. 23. 
in N. umer. Reid religioni conducit nove Lu- 
ne, i. e. cum conjungitur Sali & adharet ei, 
ob ſervare 2 ? Hee, ſi ſecundum lite- 
rem conſideremur, non tam religioſa quam ſu- 
. '4 videbuntur, Origen could not be 
ve ar the 1Jraelites were commanded to 
obſerye the New Moons according to the let. 
ter, becauſe it approach'd too near the Super- 
ſtition. or Idolatry of the Gentiles in worſhip- 
in che Moon and therefore he interpreted 
in a Spititual ſenſe: But if we 
— (not The New Moons but) The begin- 
nings of the Months, there will be nothing ta 
induce any man to believe that God enjoyn d 
the In of the New Moon. Beſides 
it ſeems very reaſonable that all the Texts, 
in which - $5cording to Qur Tranſlations there 
is mention of the New Moan, ſhould be in- 
Nee by that Primitive Original Ordinance 
tatute, which is recorded Numb. 19. 10. 
d .3$. 11. Here they are enjoyn'd to blow 
Trumpet oyer their burnt- offerings, and 
o Sacrificss of their peace · offerings, and ta 
ok two Bulleks, one Ram, and ſeven Lambs 
int ngs of their Months; there is 
the New Moons : and thus 1 
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humbi 3 it ou to be in al n 
pos Pager, ; IS 
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Before I conclude. this, I muſt correct a 


' | miſtake in Pe tavius by the fault of the Prin- 


ter, and a greater miſtake which the Doctor 
is guilty of whileſt he would correct Pera- 


, with, Petavius de doctr. Temp. l. 3. c. 22. al- 


ledgeth a paſſage out of Nimehi s Radices con- 


cerning the ſignification ot .&N; and in his 


tranſlation of it when it ſhould have been 
Trigints dies tadem appellatione cenſentur, 
the Printer inſtead of cenſentur puts cenſetur, 
The Doctor thinking that the miſtake was 
not in cenſetur, but in the word Trig = 
corrects it thus Triceſima dies eadem ap 


| \Fione cenſetur, as if & M ſignified the Thi 


eth day of the month, which never — 
into the thoughts either of Kimchi or Peta- 
wins ; for their meaning is, that all the 30 
days taken together, or the whole month. is 
— ſignifi d by the word M. I paſs 
by the Doctors miſtake about the nee 

— the Greet word Mar, | 
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05 the men * the Great Sy nagogue. 


HE Doctor Bart 2. 1.2. ſc 1. c. 7. ſpeaks 

of an Aſſembly of Holy and Wiſe 
men, which had the name of the Great Sy- 
nagogue, which did immediately come after 
the times of the Prophets, as is teſtifi'd in 
Fire Abath. 8. Jerom ſtiles them the * . 


| (122) 
ders, 24 Senes, in prefat. ad Eſram. Mala- 
chi might be one of the times perhaps, one 
of the Society; but for the ſaying of the la- 
ter Jews that Haggai and Zachary the Pro- 
phets were of this number, and Ex the 
bead of this Aſſembly, I count it a very fable, 
Theſe are the Doctors words in the forequo- 
ted chapter /. 2. And in the fame ſection 
he ſaith, that the compiling or digeſting or 
(as he expreſſeth it /. 1.) the bringing the 
whole body of Scriptute and parts of it into 
a congruous diſpoſition or frame, ſo to ren- 
der the ſame more intelligible and plain, was 


the work of this Aﬀembly of Holy and Wiſe 


men. He adds /. 3. that he believes that 
this work was directed and aſſiſted by the Spirit 
of Cod, and /. 4. that this work was perfected 
about the time of Alexander the Great. No- 
if we would know what it is that the Doctor 
aims at in all this, he himſelf tells us in the 
following ſections. In ſhort he would have 
the Books of Chronicles, 6 Chapters in Ez- 
ra, and a great part of two Chapters in Nehe- 
»»iah to have been written by theſe Holy and 
Wiſe men of the Great Synagogue. As to the 
Book of Nehemiah he is very poſitive, Ido 
account (ſays he) that from Neb; 11. 3. to 
Neb. 12. 200 all . kind /. 5. i. e.. 
inſerted: by the men of the Great Synagogue,; 
Heb no lefs poſitive /. 7. as" to ns |. 
ene, ven K he) f af 

* N : gets „ that 


„ 
that the Writer or Digeſter of this Book 
liv'd after Eæra's time. If he had ſaid only 
The Digeſter of it, we ſhould have taken the 
leſs notice of it; but when he ſaith The Wri- 
ter or Digeſter, we ſee plainly what he would 
be at. It is true, he is not poſitive as to 
the Six Chapters in Era; but /. 7. he que- 
ſtions whether they were the writing of Ez. . 
ra or no (thô he grants, that it is evident 
that all the Chapters after the Sixth were his 
writing) and fignifies' plainly enough, that 
his own opinion was that they were not. 
Now this ſeems to bela very bold ſtroke, 
and of dangerous conſequence, that any man 
ſhould go about to perſuade the word, that 
the Books of Chronicles, and alſo a conſide. 
rable part of the Books of Ezrs and Nehe- 
miab, were not writ till after their death. If 
I may uſe the Doctors own words, What 
would Scaliger have ſaid to this? How would 
he have ſtood amaz d! He that was ſo much 
diſpleaſed with the German Divines, who 
' Would make only ſome part of one C apter 
in Nehemiah not to have been his writing, 
but the inſertion of a later hand, would certain. 
ly have much more diflik'd ſuch a bold attempt 
as this is. But he would have been more high 
inrag' d, when he had found, that nothing is 
offer dwhich looks like an argument to make it 
probable, that the Writers of the foreſaid Books 
or parts of Scripture liv d later then Ex ot 
— 1 7 © 


(m4) 
The Doctor ſaithahat it is evident, that 
the two firſt verſes of the Book of Ezrs are 


the very ſame word for word, with the two 


laſt of the ſecond Book of Chronicles. But 
every one ſees, what a ſtrange or rather wild 
conſequence this is, Becauſe rhe two firſt ver- 
ſes of the Book of Ezra are the ſame with 
the two laſt of Chronicles, therefore Six whole 
Chapters in Exra were the writing of one that 
liv'd later then Eæra. Withal how appears 
it, that the Writer or Digeſter of the ſecond 
Book of Chronicles liv'd after Ezra © That 
(ſays the Doctor) may be gathered from 
1 Chrom. 3, 17, to the end of the Chapter. 
But ſurely it cannot be gather d from 1 Chron. 
3. 17, &c. that the Writer or Digeſter of the 
ſecond Book of Chronicles liv'd after Exæra, 
unleſs it can he gather d thence, that the Wri- 
ter or Digeſter of the farſt Book of Chroni- 
cles liv'd later then he. It muſt then be the 
Doctors meaning, that the Writer or Di- 
geſter of both the Books of Chronicles liv d 
after Ezr4's time. It remains then that we 
examine what, force there is in 1 Chroy, 3. 
17, Cc. to evince this, 

The Doctor faith that 1 Chroy, 3. 17. to. 
the end of the. Chapter, mention is made of 
Eight generations in deſcent from Sa/athie!, 
that muſt needs imply an extenſion of time 
beyond that of Ezys, He brings alſo a Note 
of the Aſſembly. of Divineg to confirm this, 


' 
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As to which Note it will ſuffice to obſerye 
1. That whereas the Doctor faith Eight pe. 
nerations, they in that Note expreſs themſelves 
more cautiouſly, ſaying only Many genera- 
tions; for it is not clear how many they were. 
2. In it they rake for gy that the gene- 
rations mention d 1 CHron. 3, extended be- 
yond the days of Exra, when as they ſhould 
have prov'd it. 3, In that very Note they 
are manifeſtly againſt the Doctor, ſhewing 

plainly that it cannot be gather d from the 
mention of ſome 13 which (as they 
| ſuppoſe) were after Ezrs, that the Writer 
| or Digeſter of the Books of Chronicles liv'd 
after his time; for ( ſay they) Ezre might 
by a Prophetical Spirit -ſet them down b 
forehand. Befides it appears from thoſe words, 
that they inclin d to think that Ezra him- 
ſelf was the Writer of theſe Books. But it 
may be ſaid, that the words immediately fol- 
lowing do make altogether for the Doctor; 
for they ſay that ſome other Propher after 
Ezra's death might add them, To which I 
reply, that there is no agreement at all be- 
— and = _— for 1. FROG: 
Ror ſays poſitively, that it appears to him 
that the Writer or Digeſter of theſe Books of 
| Chronicles liv'd after Eæras time; they fay 

only, that ſome Prophet after Eæras death 
ight add ſome generations at the end of the. - 


| rhird Chapter of che firſt Book. 2. They 


— — 


ſay, 
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ſay, that ſome Prophet after Ezre's death 
might add them, as the death and burial of 
Moſes. is added to his laſt Book, Deut. 34. 
Thus they. As then it cannot be concluded 


from — addition of the death and burial of 
Moſes Deut. 34, that the reſt of the Book 
of Dewterowomy was not: written by Moſes : 

ſo it cannot be gathered from — addition 
of a generation or, twO 1 Chrop, 3, that the 
reſt ot the Books of Chronicles was not writ 
by Ezra. 3+ The meation of adding them 
after Ezya's death: implies, that the Books 
to which they were added were writ . before 
his death. This Note then clearly over- 
throws that for which it is ae d * tie 
Doctor. | 


As to be Book of — the Dodtor further 


hints that in the Preface of the Seventh Chaps 


ter, Which is Kai para puer Tab, the 


s. mark is viſible. Thus the Doctor 


. . As if it was viſible and apparent from 


theſe words E xa 7. 1. After theſe things, that 
wg; owe all che Six Chapters foregoing, not 
to Kas himſelf, but the Compiler. Or as 
if Ezy4 having in the Six former, Chapters 
| the. Hiſtory. of Cyrus, Darius, &c. 
and now paſſing to that of 4riaxerxes from 


How fe of connexion. Now after theſe things. 
w frequently do theſe wards occur, as wy 
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. he receiv d his Commiſſion, night not uſe 
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ment. upon 'Ezet, 43. I his Prolog. Giz- 


0 / 
the Hiſtory of the Old and New Teſtament, 
ſo in all other Hiſtories whatſoever £ ? 


As to the Book of Nehemiah the Doctor 
offers nothing at all that can tend to prove, 
that fo great a part of it, as from Neb. 11. 
3. to Neb, 12. 27. is got his on hand- 
writing, but the adjection of another hand. 


| Now to return to the men of the Great 
Synagogue. The Doctor ſays ſ. 2. that 8. He- 


rome calls them the 24 Elders, But thô the 


Doctor is guilty of feyeral very great and un- 
happy miſtakes, yer I think woke is ſcarce a- 
ny thing ia Which he hath erred more ſtrange- 


ly then in this, For there is not the leaſt 


mention of the Great Synagogue in all that 
Preface ef S. Flieromt to the Book of Er- 
ra, Which the Doctor alledgeth. S. Hirrome 
is ſpeaking of Canonical and Apocryphal 


Books, and by his 24 Elders we are to un- 


der ſtand the 24 Canonical . 
Teſtament. This will de made clear, if we 
compare che words in that Preface to Ezra, 
with a paſſage in his -P>Wyyo Galeato of Pre. 
Fat. in librum rum R m, as Io in his Com- 


leat. having. ſpoken of che 24 Books of the 
Old Teſtament, he immediately adds Guos s 
numero 24 Seniorum Hporabypfis Jounpis ind 
proftra- 

ti 


oh, adoruntes agnum, & cbronas [ua 


a . 
(128) 


tis vultibus offerentes, &. In his Comment, 
on Ezek. 43. he hath theſe words, Vel 24 
libri veteris Inftrumenti debent atcipi, qui ha- 
bebaut citharas in Apocalypſi Foannis, &. coro- | 
nas in capitibus ſuis, Now pleaſe to com- 
e with theſe the words in Prefat. in Ex- 
ram. Which the Doctor refers to, I ſhall 
tranſcribe them at large. Nec quenquam mo- 
veat (ſays he) quod unus 4 nobis 2 editus 
4 nec Apocryphorum tertii & quarti libri 
omniis. delectetur, quia apud Hebreos Eſaræ 


Neemieque ſermones in unum volumen coar- 
Hantur, & que non habentur apud illas, nec de 
24 Senibus ſunt, procul abjiciends. I hope it 
is now plain, that S. Hierome hath no reſpect 
to the men of the Great Synagogue, but to 
the 24 Elders in the Revelation, whom he 
interprets to be the 24 Canonical Books of 
the Old Teſtament. And his meaning in 


The Doctor further faith /. 2. that for tho l 
4 7 
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ſaying of the later Jews, that Hagau and. 
Zachary were of this number, and Ezre the 
Head of this Aſſembly, he accounts it a ve- 

ry Fable. To which I ſhall only Gay, i, He 
may account ſo of it if he pleaſes, for there 
want not thoſe who account the whole ſtory 
concerning the Great Synagogue to be no 04 
ther; they think that the Jews feign'd that 
there was ſuch an Aſſembly, that they might 
father their Traditions upon it. Bur the Bo- 
Ror will not allow of this, for it overthrows 
a great part of that which he ſaith in this and 
ſome other Chapters, 2. No man (as faras 
I know ) requires it to be believ'd as a cer- 
tain truth. For though ſome eminent Jewiſs 


Writets (as Maimbnides in his Preface to his 


Book Jad, and in his Preface to Seder Z+- 
raim ſet forth by D- Pocoet, with others dd 
affirm, that Haggai, Zachary. and Ezra the 
Scribe were of this number, yet there are like 
wiſe ſome that make no mention of them, 
but name others in their ſtead ( ſee” R. Abra 
ham ben David in his Cabala) yea in Cozrs 
| Part 3. Haggai, Zachary and, Ezra ſeem ve- 
ry plainly to be diſtinguith'd from the men of 


| the Great Synagogue, 3. The Doctor gives nd 


"reaſon why he doth —_—_ it a very Fable 
| perhaps then the greatreaſon.is, becauſe it wl 
not ſuit with his Hypotheſis, And this niay ſufs 
fice for anſwer to that which the Doctor ſaith 
concerning the men 2 2 Great Maag, 
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To conclude, This Defence of Arch-Biſhop 
Uſver is à farther confirmation of the truth. 
of that which I aſſerted in the Introduction, 
wiz, The uncertainty. of the greateſt part of 
Chronolbgy': When theſe two great under- 
takers in Chronology D; I.. Voſſus and Dr Ca- 
717, Who: expreſs fo great aſſurance in their 
Writzags, and inſult {o. much over the Arch- 
Biſhop and others, are upon examination found 


to be guilty of very great miſtakes, and to 


have proceeded upon as uncertain grounds as 


others had done before them. And yet D* Ca- | 


7y hath entertain'd fo high an opinion of his 
own performance, that in his Epiſtle Dedi- 
catory, he told King Charles the ſecond, that. 
his Chronology ſpeaks the truth ( haply) 
better then any whatſoever of late days, and 
in our Climate, hath been found. to do. A 
little before he had ſaid that bis. Chronolo- 
'By is a kind of Clock, and ſo though ſeve- 
ral of late days and in our Climate too have 
. B to the Art of Clockmaking or 
Clockmending, the Doctor hath outdone them 
all, his Clock feats the truth ( haply] better 
then any of thurs whatſoever. So that hence- 
forth there will be no need of a Scaliger de 
Emendatione Temporum, or a Lydiats Emen- 
dal io Femporum. In the ſame Epiſtle he alſo 
told King Charles that it had been under the 
H mmer and the File for mahy years; and I be- 
lievk that he ſpake the truth in it, 2 am 
8 ON ; | orry 


vis. the fitting himſelf rightly to underſtand 
| lected this, is too apparent from the ſtrange ' 
in Sacred Writ. Iwiſh that all may be warn'd. 
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ſorry that he laid our ſo much time as well 
as pains in an unprofitable Study, neglecting 
that to which his Function did oblige him, 


and interpret the Scriptures. That he neg- 
interpretations that he gives of ſundry paſſages - 
by his example, that ſo much pains and ſo 


many precious hours may not be thrown away 


hereafter upon Chronological Niceries, 


ERRAT A. 


Ag. 4. lin. 29. read Et Lactantium. p. 6, I. 15, read Serdane- 

palus. pe» 8. I. 18. dele Comma. p. 25+ I. 17. dele cn. 
p. 35.h 77 8. read A D p. 50. J. 16. dele Comma after 
Charon. p. 68. I. 17. read Hyflaſpes- p. 70. I. 30. read Scythians, | 
p. 75. 1. 12 and 16. read Shepherds. p. 88. I, 16, dele Comm. . 
p. 104 · l. 10. dele Comma after Defenfione, 5 
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